FLS 

2015 

044497 


^Vv  cy  *  " 

.^v-*  « 

^  ^  % 

/V  <*».  *o  m  i 

>  ....  'rf. 


V  v<#* 

/  o0  *>'4»s*.  tv 

'a?  ‘..o’  ®*. 

...  A0  ^  V  CV 


*  >  1 


»  »  T 


c*^_  : 

>v  *  * 


^cv 

.>  -  vkv^j^  *  <r‘-v  o  * 

O  ♦ 

>C  * 

*$*  • 

A*>-v  • 

*  V  <?*  * 

- 

■>'  «5 

►  '•*-*  *.«  .  lo  *--rrr.’ Ao- 

.  ^  *||§|'*  \/  «&  ^  :W$&  V* 

*we.  iffpy 


<$v 

qlb.  V^7«’  yV 
*-  J>  .<■'• 
A*  .* 

*&  v*  : 


XA7  *<»  °w¥' 

*o  . » 


*  <5'  «&  * 

•*  .<Cr 


*  0°  ^  *% 

0V  *  Lll.%  O 


.  %  ""  4>V  .^*,  %,* 

%  o  s»  ^atjrp^r  v 

,  O  V  *  *3WGZe^n,  -  J»r\* 


u  **  .*. 

v^v 


/  v*7^*’  yv 

*  ,*r*.  ^o 

o\kv^5SS«IE^  *»  <?*  <*^  N 


ro  V 

)P  v* 


♦  P  ^  % 

>  '0K0-  ^ 

•  J.  A  v  *  '  *  ’  '  +  ^  V  * 

’:  ;^KV  *W*  /J 

•  W#  /\ 

**»  .‘'■,\'’"*/..-..V‘"’/ .... 

<  %.^c  ;:^ani'.  %/ 


»  !>•* 

♦  I?  K 


V 

*  '?xrs  jP  \J**  tst*‘  .<& 


^  >°  » 

.* 

^v^$.  * 
■V  V  * 


°*  ^  ■ 

°*»v  <V  04.  *'■’•  A°  V  *.v 

v  <ov  **:•%  o 

:  -Ste' 

♦*  *•  #v\  °mw,:  ^ 


%  ■*_ 


a  o. 

<y  ^ 

*  -  NKJ^-  *  O 

>  * *> « «  <y 

^  v  ► f  • o*  ^o  -  •  •  • 

^  ^  T. 


0  V  •••••  -'•.'• 

^y  V  >***£*,  Kp 

"<"V  <?V^  V^'  ^9^ 

V  '  ^  *'?.?"'  ,G^V 

*  ^  •  1  '  *  ^  <?“ .  fs  > 


o  *  a 


* 

ft 


ri»  ^  ay  O 

<5>  *  £>  M  o  9  ^  O 

*  *  .  „  \.v  .  .  _  «»* 


tfVJf**.*  r\  -**,  *  ^> 

v '. 


v  «•  ./(Vwa  At  °  ci' 

K  :-W*  /•%  • 

^  v  *  *  * *  a  -p  •  i 

C  •  c^k^.  o  s*  f  «*L  c 

*  «  ' 
>  *  ^*(y 


A  : 

**/..  V 

0V  o°“  *  O 


k9  *7^ 


v  ^  %£> 


o 

”  «  A^'^  o 

>  - 

•  .  *  %  A  <*A  'o  *  » 

i4»  .*•'•-  o’ 


*  ^5  So 

A"  . ,  * »  " 6  ^  *  • '  ■*  *  f  0  *<P 

0  V  V  *  ’  •  <»*  .0~  *  •  *  *  - 


A  o* 

^  *  ©  *  o 0  yy  *  #  / 1  ♦  aO  ♦ * « 0 0  o, 

v  V  ,»•<»,  &  sy  ♦•**%  v 

*  o>.  Cj  XJ£AD^+  A 

•  \V  *  c((\s8  /h  <V  &  *  Qbm®  *  Av  * 

*  aV-*  c**/>  * 

+  °?a  5^7mll^2  *  ^y  *  V*  * 


'^>  ^7;^'  a  <r.  '•,»*  o'  To,  ***?;.* 

0^  o®V  ♦  *b  Ay  .*k,'‘*  ^  ,0*  »«*%  ^o  a^ 

I  *  _jt^T.  .  <*  O  Jt'  »V  — /T>3-,  *  7l_  Cl  •  _c<^T  .  ♦  O  JP 

^  A  .  sV 


4  4  \  /  * 

*  •  *  A' 

«y  ,  v  #  *  ^  <$> 

r  <~y  <i 

o  v  .  *  *  <y 


„  ca  «0  %l!,L,4. 

A  '-^r,  ■*  ‘^■iS^^  *  ,\  V*^  *  V  '  * 

•  <7  ^  »  av  0*i  * 


jO 

^  ' *  ^T°  *V1'y*%  a0 


•  *  *  , V^  ■%>  °  *  *  A 

+W^>  ^  0° 

*  v*  o' 

,'  n  '’it.  "-^.U^/0 

-  V  a*  ^  ^  4Va’* 

•  ^v«v  »Wp,-  ^ 

XT*  A  <,  *o.>+  ,0 

c  0  *  0  *  VQ  V^  ,  4  *  •  f  ^Lb  sQj  0  0  "  *  <*  ^O  A1^ 

*  -  '  v  i /k>i_  4  *r  .  C.  •  rC^ti  .  /  4  5  .!» 


THE  AGITATION  OF  SLAVERY. 

— 

WHO  COMMENCED! 


AND 


WHO  CAN  END  IT! ! 

i  .  » 

BUCHANAN  AND  FILLMORE  COMPARED 


FROM  THE  RECORD. 


l(  Notwithstanding  all  the  wrong  that  has  been  done,  not  another  slave  State  can  come  into 
the  Union.” — Hon.  Wm.  H.  Seward. 
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SOUTHERN  RECORD  OF  BUCHANAN  AND  FILLMORE 

COMPARED. 


So  important  is  it  for  the  South  to  determine  which  of  the  two  can 
didates  now  seeking  its  suffrages  has  given  the  best  evidences  of  his 
fidelity  to  its  rights,  that  we  must  examine  in  detail — 

1.  Their  recorded  antecedents  upon  the  subject  of  slavery. 

2.  The  present  position  of  each  of  these  candidates  upon  that  subject. 

3  In  making  the  comparison  and  investigation  proposed,  we  shall  treat  the  distinguished 
subjects  with  respectful  freedom.  We  intend  to  throw  no  unworthy  imputation  upon  either. 
We  concede  that  the  personal  integrity  of  each  is  unimpeachable,  ar.d  in  no  manner  involved 
in  the  present  issue. 

BECORD  OF  MR.  BUCHANAN. 

The  enemies  of  Mr.  Buchanan  go  back  a  period  of  forty  years,  and  allege  that,  at  a  meet¬ 
ing  in  the  town  of  Lancaster,  Pennsylvania,  as  chairman  of  a  committee,  he  reported  certain 
resolutions  condemning  the  extension  of  slavery  into  any  more  free  territory.  This  charge  has 
been  contradicted  by  the  Hon.  J.  Glancy  Jones,  of  Pennsylvania,  in  his  place  in  the  House  of 
Representatives,  in  the  following  emphatic  manner: 

:<Now,  sir,  1  ant  enabled  to  state,  on  unquestionable  authority,  that  the  declaration  that  James  Buchanan 
was  chairman  of  the  committee  which  framed  those  resolutions,  is  unfounded  and  untrue.  I  undertake  here, 
in  my  place,  to  say  to  the  House  and  to  the  country,  that  Mr.  Buchanan  did  not  report  the  resolutions  referred 
to ;  that  he  was  not  the  chairman  of  the  committee  by  which  they  were  reported  ;  and  that  he  never  saw  them 
until  they  appeared  in  print.” 

It  has  been  even  more  effectually  contradicted  by  a  rcsoluie  advocacy  of  southern  rights 
during  a  public  service  extending  through  a  period  of  more  than  forty  years. 

But  we  pass  from  the  imputations  of  anonymous  malice  to  the  indisputable  records  of  pub¬ 
lic  history. 

Mr.  Buchanan  asserts  the  right  of  property  in  Slaves  : 

On  the  7th  of  January,  1836,  Mr.  Buchanan  presented  to  the  Senate  a  memorial  from  a  So¬ 
ciety  of  Friends  in  Pennsylvania,  requesting  Congress  to  abolish  slavery  and  the  slave  trade  in 
the  District  of  Columbia.  He  urged  the  necessity  of  adopting  some  mode  of  disposing  of  all 
such  petitions  without  debate  ;  expressing  his  decided  conviction  that  the  prayer  of  the  peti¬ 
tion  should  not  be  granted,  and  said  : 

“If  any  one  principle  of  constitutional  law  can  at  this  day  be  considered  as  settled,  it  is  that  Congress  had 
no  right,  no  power,  over  the  question  of  slavery  in  those  States  where  it  exists.  The  property  of  the  master  in 
his  slave  existed  in  full  force  before  the  federal  constitution  was  adopted.  It  was  a  subject  that  then  belonged, 
as  it  still  belongs,  to  the  exclusive  jurisdiction  of  the  southern  States.  These  States, by  the  adoption  of  the. 
constitution,  never  yielded  to  the  general  government  any  right  to  interfere  with  the  question.  It  remains 
where  it  was  previous  to  the  establishment  of  our  confederacy. 

“  The  constitution  has  in  the  clearest  terms  recognised  the  right  of  property  in  slaves.  It  prohibits  any  State 
into  which  a  slave  may  have  fled  from  passing  any  law  to  discharge  him  from  slavery,  and  declares  that  he 
shall  be  delivered  up  by  the  authorities  of  such  State  to  his  master;  nay,  more,  it  makes  the  existence  of 
slavery  the  foundation  of  political  power,  by  giving  to  those  States  within  which  it  exists  representatives  in 
Congress,  not  only  in  proportion  to  the  whole  number  of  free  persons,  but  also  in  proportion  to  three-fifths  of 
tiie  number  of  slaves.”  .  . 

He  shoics  the  consequences  of  abolition  : 

After  showing  that  Congress,  on  the  23d  day  of  March,  1790,  had  so  determined,  and  that 
the  Union  would  be  dissolved  at  the  moment  an  effort  would  be  seriously  made  by  the  free 
States  in  Congress  to  pass  such  laws,  he  says  : 

“  What,  then,  are  the  circumstances  under  which  these  memorials  are  now  presented  ?  A  number  of  fanatics, 
led  on  by  foreign  incendiaries,  have  been  scattering  ‘arrows,  fire-brands,  and  death’  throughout  the  southern 
States;  the  natural  tendency  of  their  publications  is  to  produce  dissatisfaction  and  revolt  among  the  slaves, 
and  to  incite  their  wild  passions  to  vengeance.  All  history,  as  well  as  the  present  condition  of  the  slaves, 
proves  that  there  can  be  no  danger  of  a  servile  war,  but  in  the  meantime  wrhat  dreadful  scenes  may  be  enacted 
before  such  an  insurrection,  which  would  spare  neither  age  nor  sex,  could  be  suppressed;  what  agony  of 
mind  must  be  suffered,  especially  by  the  gentler  sex,  in  consequence  of  these  publications.  Many  a  mother 
clasps  her  infant  to  her  bosom  when  she  retires  to  rest,  under  dreadful  apprehensions  that  she  may  be  aroused 
from  her  slumbers  by  the  savage  yells  of  the  slaves  by  whom  she  is  surrounded,  These  are  the  works  of  the 


abolitionists.  That  their  motives  may  be  honest  I  do  not  doubt,  but  their  zeal  is  without  knowledge.  The 
history  of  the  human  race  presents  numerous  examples  of  ignorant  enthusiasts,  the  purity  of  whose  intentions 
cannot  be  doubted,  who  have  spread  devastation  and  bloodshed  over  the  face  of  the  earth.”  ***** 
u  This  being  a  true  statement  of  the  case  as  applied  to  the  States  where  slavery  exists,  what  is  now  asked  by 
these  memorialists  ?  That  in  this  District  of  ten  miles  square,  a  district  carved  out  of  two  slaveholding  States, 
and  surrounded  by  them  on  all  sides,  slavery  should  be  abolished.  What  would  be  the  effects  of  granling 
their  request?  You  would  thus  erect  a  citadel  in  the  very  heart  of  these  States,  upon  a  territory  which  they 
have  ceded  to  you  for  a  far  different  purpose,  from  which  abolitionists  and  incendiaries  could  securely  attack 
the  peace  and  safety  of  their  citizens  ;  you  establish  a  spot  within  the  slaveholding  States  which  would  be  a 
city  of  refuge  for  runaway  slaves  ;  you  create,  by  law,  a  central  point  from  which  trains  of  gunpowder  may  be 
securely  laid,  extending  into  the  surrounding  States,  which  may  at  any  moment  produce  a  destructive  and 
fearful  explosion.  By  passing  such  a  law  you  introduce  the  enemy  into  the  very  bosom  of  these  two  States, 
aud'affywtalyeia  every  opportunity  of- producing  a  serv^f  insinr§otion./-»i^ft^ere-anf»rea.svnq*de  anmi  jwhp/can 
fbr  op^'iji|rn,iipp|  |ii‘ppose\th£t  Virginia  amdfM^rylini  \f«^ld  hayo ceded jtl/e5iistt;i{itf<jf  Cojunabia-pf)  ihr  UfnWefl 
States  if  they  had  entertained  the  slightest  ideatpaj  pqngress  wQJUld  have  used  it  for  any  such  purpose  ?  They 
ceded  it  for  your  use,  for  your  convenience,  aim  rioj (nets  destruction.  When  slavery  ceases  to  exist 
under  the  laws  of  Virginia  and  Maryland,  tlfertj'anu+Kit'tm' then,  ought  it  to  be  abolished  in  the  District  of 
Columbia.” — (See  Congressional  Globe ,  vol.  3,  pages  78-79.)  . 


On  the  .  lithcff  January,  ^-836,  Mr..  Ruclyman  4gain:  urged  the  same;  ojbjeptipn  tUpa  similar 
memorial,  and  asked  for  a  reference  by  which  all  such  petitions  could  be  disposed  .of  ^tfyoiit 
debate,  “  so  as  to  put  the  exciting  question  at  rest..” — Cong:  Globe ,  vol.  3,  p.  85.  ' '  SSJCDID 

—  1 : r. " ■  '  -  jrn-lj  t>n  >  :  1  c Tl  OJ  1  :[•”■•[ ':1 

He  votes  to  prohibit  the  circulation  of  abolition  papers  'through  the  mail— :1&36  : 

On  the  2d  day  of  March,  1836,  Mr.  Buchanan  made  an  elaborate  speech,  discussing  the 
whole  question  involved  in  the  abbiition  petitions,  contending  that  the  “  right'- of  ptetititm  re¬ 
quired  their  reception,  but  that  they  ought  to  be  laid  op  the  tablfe  without,  defeat ^  The  dis¬ 
cission  embittered  the  feelings  of  the  parties  ;  no  report,  could  be  .framed  so  as  to  rfreet'the 
views  of  the  different- ' sen atof^ ; :ahd  _ while  he  thought  that  the  South  e^ti\ftd  to  tli^ 
strongest  vote  up'on  the  strongest  proposition  which  gehyemem  can:  givd,  vViihatiffviblafihg 
their  principles,  he  believed  that  continued  discussion  would  prove  injurious*  Idah'gerfjuefV^i-i 
See  Appendix  to  vol.  3d  of  Cong.  Globe, \ppj d84^5. 

He  opposes  the  agitation  of  the  slavery  question  in  ^Congress: :  /  .*;!/!  i- *-  :r:  :  i 

On  the.6th  of  February,  Mr,.  Buchanan  again  moved  that1  seven  petitiort3  presented, for  the 
abolition  of  slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbia  be  laid  upon  the  table  without  debate,  hs  a  re¬ 
newed  discussion  would  keep  up  the  excitement  between  the  ‘North  and.th ir South which  "Hd 
wished  to  discourage. — Cong.  Globe ,  vol.  3;p  158.  . 

He  advocates  the  admission  of  Arkansas  into  the  Union  as  a  slave  State  : 


l  Ah 


On  the  4th  of  April,  1836,  Mr.  Buchanan  urged  the  passage  of  the  hill  admitting  Arkahsh^ 
into  the  Union  as  a  State  wi:h  a  constitution  establishing  slavery. —  Cong .  Globe,  vet.  :3_,  ji,  {229. 

On  the  25th  of  April,  1836,  Mr.  Buchanap,  on  the  presentation  of  a  memorial  of  a  Society 
of  Friends  of  the  city  of  Philadelphia:  remonstrating  against  the  admission. of  Arkansas  ihto 
the  Union  with  her  pro-slavery  constitution,  staled  that  he  had  ihformed  them,  that  he  was  op¬ 
posed  to  the  memorial ;  that  he  hall  been  requested  by  the  delegate  from ;  Arkansas  .;o  take 
charge  of  that  Territory,  to  be  admitted  into  the  Union,  and  that  he  had  cheerfully  taken  UpPtt 
himself  the  performance  of  that  duty.  He  moved  that  the  memorial  be  laid  upon  the  fame ; 
.which  was  done.—  Cong.  Globe,  vol.  3,p.  328.  ' 


He  advocates  the  independence  of  Texas,  and  her  annexation  : 

On  the, 23d  of  May,  183b,  Mr.  Buchanan  made  an  able  and  eloquent  defence  of  Tex'a^m 
her  struggle  with  Mexico,  predicting  that  the  time  was- hot  far  distant  when  she,woi|ild  assume 
her  proper  position  as  a  part  of  this  great  confederacy. — Cong.  Globb,  vol .  3,  p.  395. 

On  the  8th  June,  1844,  he  made  his  great  speech  in  favor  of  the  annexation  of  Texas.  It 
would  be  impossible,  by  extracts,  to  do  him  justice.  It  was,  perhaps,  the  most  elaborate 
speech  made  on  that. question  during  that  session,  and  a  perusal  of  it  would  thoroughly  refute 
the  slanders  that  have  been  circulated  in;  regard  to  hiswiews  on  the;  slavery  question.'—  See 
Appendix  to  Cong.  Globe ,  vol.  13,  p.  720. 

When  the  House  resolutions  for  the  admission  of  Texas  were  before  the  Senate,  Mr.  Bu¬ 
chanan,  on  Tuesday,  the  4th  of  February,  1845,  announced  that  he  was  in  a  minority  of  one 
on  the  Committee  of  Foreign  Relations,  but  that  he  should  advocate  their  adoption  hot  with; 
Standing.— See  Cong.  Globe,  vol.  14,  p.  24. 

On  the  13th  February,  he  mad?,  a  powerful  argument,  showing  the  constitutionality  and  .ex¬ 
pediency  of  admitting  Texas,  by  joint  resolution,  into  the  Union  of  the  States. — See  Cbng. 
Globe,  vol  14,  p  287. 

On  th.e  final  passage  of  the  resolutions,  Mr.  Buchanan  said  ‘“this  was  the  greatest  public 
act  in  which  he  had  ever  had  the  honor  of  taking  an  humble  part ;  he  should  do  it  cheerfully, 
gladly,  gloriously,  because  he  believed  his  vote  would  confer  blessings  innumerable  upon  his 
fellow-men,  now,  henceforward,  and  forever.” 


He  votes  for  all  Mr.  Calhoun's  resolutions  of  January,  1838  : 

In  January,  1838,  Mr.  Calhoun  introduced  into  the  Senate  a  series  of  resolutions,  which,  af¬ 
ter  several  amendments  by  Mr.  Clay  and  others,  were  finally  passed  a3  follows : 

'  “  1st.  Resolved,  That  in  the  adoption  of  the  federal  constitution,  the  States  adopting  the  sdme  acted  sev¬ 
erally  as  free  and  independent  States,  and  rthat  each  for  itself  by  its  own  voluntary  assent,  entered  the  Union 
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W^th: ted 'tibtv  tof  it!* ittmWsfe# secirtfty  '•  Against:  rfff  'ita'tfgWs; domestic  ttPwSff  ‘Kdd  tfitJ 


_  v  1  '  '  1  rV  11  *  Vy  ^41  /ll’'  A  \  l  |rv^tlk  A  AJ  *  '  '1  til  U  III  tj  till  U  \jki  tL|r  t-li  J, 

ihiefutefiuiihg  klf  hay-btife  pr  him’e  State op fcfrifobitiAtiott  of  ghfefr'<&Ugetl$r  With  tftom'r»eYti(Yfh4titiitf6h^'ana 
police:  Of- the  othOrfy  tin,  any  grqjmdTqlitrgalj oTtorak^oi!  religi  ouster  HiBitoi!  any  pm  text  fwlitvtevf»,jWith  a'vibw 
fffi  Wtig  feftWKVWltwi  e.OftsttfHtWttj  tg  jdft®  ti* jsnij^fiipr, jh  c.  d<#riefs,ri,q 

and  tranquillity  ot  tne  States  lhterTerea  with,  subversive  of  the  objectsltor  wnien  the  constitatiph-jivas  twhiedl 
and,  by  necessary  consequence,  tending  to  weaken  and  destroy  the  Union  itself.  ,  ^ r> ,  s ; j r  <  n  nuuiloa 

'“  &1.  Revolted,  That  -this  -goti*.  mhefttf  was  irtstitmed:  and  adopted! '6^  *hC  Se-Vdrai  Sftitesyof  Wild  Unions  ks  a 


of  its  constitutional  power,  all  attempts  by  one  portion  of  the  Union  to  use  it  as  an  instrument  to  attapk'tfte 
dwtestie  irtstito,tiops  of  auWliieriiOf.fo^e.aHq^qr^^y.sMliiUtslit^o^s,;,.  ;'  :i;Ci  ..jf/i  iwnvv.Yi  0(!T 
“dth.  Resolved,  That  domestic  slavery  as  it  exists  in  the  southern  and  western  States, 
poses  an  important  part  of  their  domestic  institutions,  inherited  fijom  .their  f  ancestors,  aA'a(c£fsilng  hrthe.a&ij^- 
titiii  of  the  cohstitu'tidrtfby  which  ills  recognized  ks^ohsftitftfti^  ahmnpprlate fn  wd'appoihtriffeM  of 
<pritve&?  auvong  the  States,’ and;  tliatqoiobange. of  opiniow  on foelinsl  oirtht*  pari  of  the  otiiier  States  of  Ahei  Union 
.iH.fe kition.  to  it j  caff^tistifK  ot!)th^r;qitipens.  ,iM-.  ontyi  pr  ,syi!?temMic..atUcji,!t^i;^9Hv\y^.hja.,vi^vifitpita 

overthrow,, . and. tii«it  all  spcji  attacks  atqgpjnanifep.tyiohtti.o.iLof  Uidahutual  and;  solemn  jwedgps  tO|prqte^  and 
defend'  pdeh  other,1  mven  by'  tlib  Suites  reflectively  cin  ’entdrlng  mto  tl)V  conk’itmltirral  compact  wiitll  , forced 
ttfte  Union,  anil  as  shell  aYO  A  iftoiiifebt  breath  Of  ftritS* sift#  a Ufiolhtteli nif  ShfriMost  solemn  hldigdfiioiisl.  fk'did 
j. •  ‘ i 3th>  Resolved,  Tliat  the  interhseencie by  tihp  qitjzehaioif  anyi (Ofi the  Stated wittDABvieJviw  tlmlabriliXiPn'/Of 
slavery. iii  ,ttys,.JWBtfi$h  ip.eqdangeripg  the  rights  ^d^e^atooof  jthe  people  thapsujy  ;^ci  ,qr 


“  6th.  Resolved,  That  any  attempt  of  Congress  to  aboftshyiMayqry  in .^ItyiTeatititfdiyi.O^ttVtei^nitpd  -Stateful 
which  it  exists,  would  create  serious  alarm  and  just  apprehension  in  the  States  sustaining  that  domestiefinsti- 


people  thereof? atilt  be,  entitled  to  decide  tjiat  question;  exchihwelpifOT  t\l&m®o\Vfai?^Scb>G<>rttpessional  Qlobe, 
-vol.  Qti,page8&.  ;  i  !'<m!  v-i  ll-  jMiiu-.iitmpn  hnn  ,tm»  i  ?iu*orr»m.~q  mf.i  vr.  tn<{<JiifiJ%noii  r? *  viJuip  (nninlf  wit  hi 

to.,  ,  see  Appendix  ¥6  1 

i; .  He  advocated  a  division  of  Califorkia 
■  Qpring  the  adjrniniWrafoqri  qif  ^rv'pp]k'v5Vt'r,  being 

agitation'  was  continued  in  a  new  and  far  more  dangerous,  because  more  plausible, dorm.  t  he 
WUmOt  ’Proviso  Whs  sought  to.  b6:  applreif  to;  ail)  the- Terri therfeafief;  to  be'  organized; 
and  as  lafgA  regions  of  ebunt’ry  acquired’  by  the  iMe,k'iEkh‘!WAY, 

England  f  relative tq  the  N orthwestenn  tflwritoriias,  we r,e  fixp^ed rfl0$t}nt&  bp, organised'  as  Ter¬ 
ritories;  preparatory  to  their  admission  into  the  Union  as  Prates,  the  question  of  .slavery  was 
i  disen'ssud  with1  more'  bit  ter  ness  thoW  ever/1  *  Fhc  'dhyr'Se'rVative  state^rfrA'fi  !Cif  ,thh*'lNoYih': 


proposed  to  the  Freesoilers  to  exund  the  Missouri  Compromiee 
iforeyer  clos^eths. Agitation  iipoH  that  subj'p.Gtv  'i'b©' vpY©po,si'6irin  was  rejdfcted;.  iNdtlitng.waE 
left  but  for  the  conservative  men  of  the  Bloirtb. and  the  South  to  withdraw  all  offers  of  com¬ 
promise,  and  throw  thems^ye.^  uppp-J^pir  CQp^itv|^Rfi:rights,a^  ec$jid . .  tbe^n - 
federacy,  and  entitled  to  tbe  common .territories',  regurule^s  of  .latitude  or  i|ua"iii‘ary  liyies. 
The,,  batiie  wak  . fought; , the, Gpmproraise  acts  of  1850  were  the  res ul tJ( 'aWT '(e very  ,Ter ritory 
organized  under  or  since  those  acts,  will  come  into  the  Union  with  or  witho.ut  s!a veil y,  as. ttfte 
people  thereof  determine  •.  noiirdi  •;■»  \o  hit»  j-.khO 

,  He.exprcsstf  the  opinion November*  1850,;  that  the  Mi&spwi  reslvietions  fad tfQzsed.ttWQy 

Mr.  Buchanan,  as  early  as  November,  1850,  in,  a  letter  to  the  people  df  Philadelphia,  de¬ 
clared  that  the  Compromise,  measure,  of  1850  had  superseded  the  Missouri  line,  or,  to,  us<-  his 
own  language,  that  that  line  had  r  passed  away/'.’  which- construction  led  inevitably  to  the 
adoption  of  the  principles  embraced  in  the  Kahsad- Nebraska  bill.  'Thfat  bill  wiis  pdssed;  upon 
tort  construction,  and  the  repeal  of  the  Missouri  Compromise  line'  is  set  forth  in  the  bid!  itself 
as  llgying/bceft  set  a^fdc  by  thelact.pf  1850.  ,  ,.  »,  ,  ;  .po/f,..  .  ..o:- 

He  ren  onstrates  against  an  act  of  the  Pennsylvania 
of  fugitive  slaves: 

This  enactment  was  afterwards  repealed  by  k  Democratic  legisiature,  but  the  bill  Was  vetbed 
by  Gov.  Johnston,  the  ioint  candidate  of  the  Abolitionists  and  Kriow-nothingfe'  for  the  Vice 
.rresiaency.  iiq  uoqu  h  >bmml  «  rtoijr.N^i  p.lfiT  .trtoi 

■  His  diplomatic  services  to  the  South: 

r  "  j  . 

But  the  South  needs  not  only  friends  m  the  councils  of  fhe  Union.  She  js  assp.ued  by  for¬ 
eign  foes,  instigated  by  hostility  to  the  Republic,  and  a  malignant  ba'^feff  br  that  se'ctihri  ftpon 
which  foreigners  are  clone  dependent  for  an. indispensable  material  of  industrial  employment 
and  social  comfort.  '  . 

In  (  jB55r  Mr.  Buchanan,  as  Minister'  to  (  England^  was  charged  with  the'  duty  of  guarding 
oagainst  themachmalionsof  those  malevolent  enemies,  and  sceftrir^  for  the  South,  if  it  could 
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be  effected  by  honest  purchase,  an  acquisition  which  would  insure  her  almost  a  monopoly  of 
two  chief  staples  of  social  consumption,  and  enable  her  to  protect  her  domestic  commerce 
from  invasion  or  interruption. 

The  conferences  held  at  Ostend  between  our  Ministers  at  the  Courts  of  Spain,  France,  and 
England,  show  a  zealous  and  enlightened  sense  of  the  importance  of  acquiring  Cuba,  and  a  re¬ 
solute  determination  to  resist  the  intervention  of  any  foreign  power  who  might  compel  Spain 
to  employ  her  position  to  the  injury  of  those  important  national  interests  represented  by  the 
Southern  States. 

There  is  very  little  doubt  but  that  the  detetermined — nay,  the  ultra — ground  taken  at  the 
Ostend  Conference,  deterred  England  and  France  from  intermeddling  further  in  our  affairs,  and 
taught  them  that,  however  we  may  be  divided  at  home,  the  patriotic  statesmen  of  the  North 
will  never  permit  a  foreign  power  to  profit  by  their  dissensions,  and  inflict  upon  us  a  national 
injury. 

The  services  of  Mr.  Buchanan  in  relation  to  our  affairs  in  Central  America  are  of  the  most 
invaluable  character. 

It  is  very  well  known  that  the  Clayton-Bulwer  treaty  was  an  imprudent  concession  to  our 
most  formidable  rival.  It  has  been  the  source  of  serious  and  prolonged  controversy.  In  the 
complicated  negotiations  upon  the  proper  interpretations  of  that  treaty,  Mr.  Buchanan  has 
kept  steadily  in  view  the  interests  of  the  South  and  the  commercial  rights  of  the  country. 

Such  is  the  record  of  James  Buchanan  upon  the  subject  of  slavery.  A  citizen  of  a  free 
State,  he  has  given  a  candid,  consistent,  and  patriotic  protection  to  the  constitutional  rights  of 
the  South.  During  a  period  of  twenty  years  in  a  representative  and  diplomatic  capacity,  as 
well  as  at  the  head  of  an  executive  department,  he  has  never  failed  to  promote  the  material 
advancement  of  the  South  by  territorial  acquisition,  as  well  as  by  national  protection  from  the 
intrigues  or  encroachment  of  foreign  powers. 

The  Democratic  State  Convention  of  Pennsylvania  endorse  the  Kansas  act,  and  nominate  James 
Buchanan  unanimously,  in  May,  1856  : 

“  Resolved,  That  claiming  fellowship  with,  and  desiring  the  co  opperation  of  all  who  regard  the  preservation 
of  the  Union,  under  the  constitution,  as  the  paramount  issue,  and  repudiating  all  sectional  parties  and  plat¬ 
forms  concerning  domestic  slavery,  which  seek  to  embroil  the  States,  and  invite  to  treason  and  armed  resist¬ 
ance  to  law  in  the  Territories,  and  whose  avowed  purposes,  if  consummated,  must  end  in  civil  war  and  dis¬ 
union,  the  American  democracy  recognise  and  adopt  the  principles  contained  in  the  organic  laws  establishing 
the  Territories  of  Kansas  and  Nebraska  as  embodying  the  only  sound  and  safe  solution  of  the  4  slavery  question’ 
upon  which  the  great  national  idea  of  the  people  of  this  whole  country  can  repose  in  its  determined  conser 
vatism  of  the  Union — Non-interfep.ence  by  Congress  w  ith  slavery  in  State  and  Territory,  or  in  the 
District  of  Columbia. 

“2.  That  this  was  the  basis  of  the  compromises  of  1850— confirmed  by  both  the  democratic  and  whig  par 
ties  in  national  conventions — ratified  by  the  people  in  the  election  of  1852,  and  rightly  applied  to  the  organiza 
tion  of  Territories  in  1854. 

“ 3.  That  by  the  uniform  application  of  this  democratic  principle  to  the  organization  of  Territorries,  and  to  the 
admission  of  new  States,  with  or  without  domestic  slavery  as  they  may  elect,  the  equal  rights  of  all  the  States 
will  be  preserved  intact,  the  original  compacts  of  the  constitution  maintained  inviolate,  and  the  perpetuity 
and  expansion  of  this  Union  insured  to  its  utmost  capacity  of  embracing,  in  peace  and  harmony,  every  future 
American  State  that  may  be  constituted  or  annexed,  with  a  republican  form  of  government.” 

Extracts  from  Mr.  Buchanan's  letter  of  acceptance,  having  relation  to  the  subject  of  slavery  and 

slavery  agitation. 

He  accepts  the  nomination  of  the  convention,  and  endorses  its  resoluions  : 

“In  accepting  the  nomination,  1  need  scarcely  say  that  I  accept,  in  the  same  spirit,  the  resolutions  con6ti- 
uting  the  platform  of  principles  erected  by  the  convention.  To  this  platform  I  intend  to  confine  myself 
hroughout  the  canvass.” 

Origin  and  progress  of  agitation  : 

“  The  agitation  on  the  question  of  domestic  slavery  has  too  long  distracted  and  divided  the  people  of  the 
Union,  and  alienated  their  affections  from  each  other.  This  agitation  has  assumed  many  forms  since  its  com¬ 
mencement,  but  it  now  seems  to  be  directed  chiefly  to  the  Territories  ;  and,  judging  from  its  present  character, 
acter,  I  think  we  may  safely  anticipate  that  it  is  rapidly  approaching  a  1  finality.’  *****  Mosthappy 
would  it  be  for  the  country  if  this  long  agitation  were  at  an  end.  During  its  whole  progress  it  has  produced 
no  practical  good  to  any  human  being,  whilst  it  has  been  the  source  of  great  and  dangerous  evils.  It  has 
alienated  and  estranged  one  portion  of  the  Union  from  the  other,  and  lias  even  seriously  threatened  its  very 
existence.  To  my  own  personal  knowledge,  it  has  produced  the  impression  among  foreign  nations  that  our 
great  and  glorious  confederacy  is  in  constant  danger  of  dissolution.  This  does  us  serious  injury,  because 
acknowledged  power  and  stability  always  command  respect  among  nations,  and  are  among  the  best  securities 
against  unjust  aggression,  and  in  favor  of  the  maintenance  of  honorable  peace.” 

He  approves  the  recent  legislation  of  Congress,  and  thinks  it  ivill  terminate  this  agitation  : 

“The  recent  legislation  of  Congress  respecting  domestic  slavery,  derived,  as  it  has  been,  from  the  original 
and  pure  fountain  of  legitimate  political  power,  the  will  of  the  majority,  promises  ere  long  to  allay  the  danger 
ous  excitement.  This  legislation  is  founded  upon  principles  as  ancient  as  free  government  itself ;  and,  in 
accordance  with  them,  has  simply  declared  that  the  people  of  a  Territory,  like  those  of  a  State,  shall  decide 
for  themselves  whether  slavery  shall  or  shall  not  exist  within  their  limits.” 

Endorses  the  Nebraska- Kansas  act : 

“The  Nebraska-Kansas  act  does  not  more  than  give  the  force  of  law  to  this  elementary  principle  of  self- 
government,  declaring  it.  to  be  the  true  ‘  intent  and  meaning  of  this  act  not  to  legislate  slavery  into  any  Terri¬ 
tory  or  State,  nor  to  exclude  it  therefrom,  but  to  leave  the  people  thereof  perfectly  free  to  form  and  regulate 
their  domestic  institutions  in  their  own  way, subject  only  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States.’  This  prin¬ 
ciple  will  surely  not  be  controverted  by  any  individual  of  any  party  professing  devotion  to  popular  government. 
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Besides,  how  vain  and  illusory  would  any  other  principle  prove  in  practice  in  regard  to  the  Territories.  This 
is  apparent  from  the  fact  admitted  by  all,  that  after  a  Territory  shall  have  entered  the  Union  and  become  a 
State,  no  constitutional  power  would  then  exist  which  could  prevent  it  from  either  abolishing  or  establishing 
slavery,  as  the  case  may  be,  according  to  its  sovereign  will  and  pleasure.” 

He  considers  it  the  mission  of  the  Democratic  parly  to  quiet  this  agitation  : 

“  May  we  not  hope  that  it  is  the  mission  of  the  Democratic  party,  now  the  only  surviving  conservative  party 

Ithe  country,  ere  long  to  overthrow  all  sectional  parties,  and  restore  the  peace,  friendship,  and  mutual  con¬ 
fidence,  which  prevailed  in  the  good  old  time,  among  the  different  members  of  the  confederacy?  Its  char¬ 
acter  is  strictly  national,  and  it  therefore  asserts  no  principle  for  the  guidance  of  the  federal  government  which 
is  not  adopted  and  sustained  by  its  members  in  each  and  every  State.  For  this  reason  it  is  everywhere  the 
same  determined  foe  of  all  geographical  parties,  so  much  and  so  justly  dreaded  by  the  Father  of  his  Country. 
From  its  very  nature  it  must  continue  to  exist  so  long  as  there  is  a  constitution  and  a  Union  to  preserve.  A 
conviction  of  these  truths  has  induced  many  of  the  purest,  the  ablest,  and  most  independent  of  our  former 
opponents,  who  have  differed  from  us  in  times  gone  by  upon  old  and  extinct  party  issues,  to  come  into  our 
ranks  and  devote  themselves  with  us  to  the  cause  of  the  constitution  and  the  Union. 

Pledges  himself  to  restore  and  maintain  harmony  amongst  the  States  : 

“  Under  these  circumstances  I  most  cheerfully  pledge  myself,  should  the  nomination  of  the  convention  be 
ratified  by  the  people,  that  all  the  power  and  influence  constitutionally  possessed  by  the  executive  shall  be 
exerted  in  a  firm  but  conciliatory  spirit,  during  the  single  term  I  shall  remain  in  office,  to  restore  the  same  har¬ 
mony  among  the  sister  States  which  prevailed  before  this  apple  of  discord,  in  the  form  of  slavery  agitation,  had 
been  cast  into  their  midst.  Let  the  members  of  the  family  abstain  from  intermeddling  with  the  exclusive 
domestic  concerns  of  each  other,  and  cordially  unite,  on  the  basis  of  perfect  equality  among  themselves,  in 
promoting  the  great  national  objects  of  common  interest  to  all,  and  the  good  work  will  be  instantly  accomplished.” 

His  position  as  defined  by  himself: 

In  Bumming  up  his  position  on  the  slavery  question,  in  a  speech  delivered  in  1840,  he 
said : 

“  During  the  session  of  1835— 6,  when  an  alarming  excitement  prevailed  on  this  subject  throughout  a  largo 
portion  of  the  country,  l  took  a  decided  stand  against  the  abolitionists.  *  *  *  *  Now,  said  Mr.  B.,  in  con¬ 
sequence  of  my  conduct  here  throughout  that  session,  I  have  borne  the  brunt  of  the  abolitionist  at  home.  I 
agree  with  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  that  the  danger  has  passed  away,  the  crisis  is  now  over,  and  the  fa¬ 
naticism  which  threatened  to  invade  the  constitutional  rights  of  the  South  and  dissolve  the  Union  has  been 
nearly  extinguished.  *  *  *  *  It  is  impossible,  after  all  that  is  past,  that  they  can  doubt  our  devotion  to 
the  constitutional  rights  of  the  South.  Let  me  assure  them,  then,  that  our  greatest  danger  is  from  agitation 
here;  excitement  is  the  element  in  which  abolition  lives  and  moves  and  has  its  being;  aflame  kindled  in 
the  Capital  would  soon  invade  the  Union. 

*  *  tt  *  *  *  *  *  * 

“  When  did  fanaticism  ever  yield  to  the  voice  of  reason?  Let  it  alone  and  it  will  soon  burn  out  for  want  of 
the  fuel  upon  which  it  feeds.”  [Mr.  B.  moved  that  the  question  on  the  reception  be  laid  on  the  table.] — Cong , 
Globe,  vol.  8,  page  188. 

Such  is  an  outline  of  the  record  of  James  Buchanan — full,  clear,  conservative  and  consistent. 
He  has  stood  in  the  breach,  and  fought  in  defence  of  the  constitutional  rights  of  the  South  against 
fanaticism  in  all  its  forms.  We  invite  all  fair  and  unprejudiced  men  to  its  investigation. 

Let  us  now  see  how  the  record  of  his  competitor  for  the  votes  of  the  South  will  compare 
with  his  own. 

RECORD  OF  MR.  FILLMORE  UPON*  THE  SLAVERY  QUESTION. 

The  earliest  authentic  avowal  of  Mr.  Fillmore’s  opinion  upon  the  subject  of  slavery,  is  to 
be  found  in  the  following  answer  to  a  letter  of  inquiry  addressed  to  him  by  ‘  The  Anti-Slavery 
Association  of  the  County  of  Erie.”  These  opinions,  we  shall  subsequently  show,  have  never 
been  disavowed  or  recanted. 

“  Buffalo,  October  17,  1838. 

“Sir:  Your  communication  of  the  13th  instant,  as  chairman  of  the  committee  appointed  by  ‘  The  Anti- 
Slavery  Society  of  the  County  of  Erie,’  has  just  come  to  hand.  You  solicit  my  answer  to  the  following  inter¬ 
rogatories  : 

“1st.  Do  you  believe  that  petitions  to  Congress  on  the  subject  of  slavery  and  the  slave-trade  ought  to  be 
received,  read,  and  respectfully  considered  by  the  representatives  of  th6  people  ? 

“2d.  Are  you  opposed  to  the  annexation  of  Texas  to  this  Union,  under  any  circumstances,  so  long  as 
slaves  are  held  therein? 

“3d.  Are  you  in  favor  of  Congress  exercising  all  the  constitutional  powers  it  possesses  to  abolish  the  inter¬ 
nal  slave  trade  between  the  States? 

“4th.  Are  you  in  favor  of  immediate  legislation  for  the  abolition  of  slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbia? 

“Answer.— I  am  much  engaged,  and  have  no  time  to  enter  into  argument,  or  explain  at  length  my  reasons  for 
my  opinion.  I  shall  therefore  content  myself,  for  the  present,  by  answering  ALL  your  interrogatories  in  the 
AFFIRMATIVE,  and  leave  for  some  future  occasion  a  more  extended  discussion  on  the  subject. 

“  I  would,  however,  take  this  occasion  to  say,  that  in  thus  frankly  giving  my  opinion,  I  would  not  desire 
to  have  it  understood  in  the  nature  of  a  pledge.  At  the  same  time  that  I  seek  no  disguises,  but  freely  give  my 
sentiments  on  any  subject  of  interest  to  those  for  whose  suffrages  I  am  a  candidate,  1  am  opposed  to  give  any 
pledge  that  shall  deprive  me  hereafter  of  all  discretionary  power.  My  own  character  must  be  the  guaranty 
for  the  general  correctness  of  my  legislative  deportment.  On  every  important  subject  I  am  bound  to  delibe¬ 
rate  before  I  act,  and  especially  as  a  legislator— to  possess  myself  of  all  the  information,  and  listen  to  every 
argument  that  can  be  adduced  by  my  associates,  before  I  give  a  final  vote.  If  I  stand  pledged  to  a  particular 
course  of  action,  I  cease  to  be  a  responsible  agent,  but  I  become  a  mere  machine.  Should  subsequent  events 
show,  beyond  all  doubt,  that  the  course  I  had  become  pledged  to  pursue  was  ruinous  to  my  constituents  and 
disgraceful  to  myself,  I  have  no  alternative,  no  opportunity  for  repentance,  and  there  is  no  power  to  absolve 
me  from  my  obligation.  Hence  the  impropriety,  not  to  say  absurdity,  in  my  view,  of  giving  a  pledge. 

“  I  am  aware  that  you  have  not  asked  any  pledge,  and  I  believe  I  know  your  sound  judgment  and  good 


any  misrepresentation  on  the, 

<s  )■-•«)  «*ftf  rnmt  inorgqqs  i  t 

MILLARD  FILLMORE. 

“  W.  Mills,  Esq.,  Chairman.” 

It  is  proper  to  stare  that  Mtv  Fillmore,  when  pressed W  the  South,  in  the  canvass  of  1848, 
upon  the  monstrous- doctrines  of  this  letter,  wrote  to-  Governor  Gayle,  of  Alabama,  the  foiloVv- 
ing  explanation  of  hiS  positibn  upon  the  questions  involved  in  his  reply.  We  publish  the 
Gayle,  letter,  jn  full.  ' 


)Dffnbi»S  nif  lot  olqi-; 


nit  oi  oi  ///•■».'■)  -i  ji  iiOfjiOi  -it!}  -  ■  . t-.wo  has  <!?«>  in  *v.ufuiym  “  Albany,  July  31,  1846, 

‘‘DEAkSrR:  I  have  your  letter  of  the  5th  instant,  but  my  official  duties  have  been  so  pressing  that  I  have  been 
eoinpelled  to  neglect  rtiy  private  correspondence.  I  had  also  determined  to  write  no  letters  for  publication 
bearing  upon  the  contest  in  the  approaching  canvass.  But;  as  you  desire  some  information  for  your  own  sat¬ 
isfaction  in  regard  to  the  charges  brought  against  me  from  the  South,  on  the  slave  question,  I  have  concluded 
state  briefly  iny  position. 

“  While  I  was  in  Congress,  there  was  much  agitation  on  the  right  of  petition.  My  votes  will  doubtless  be 
found  recorded  uniformly  in  favor  of  it.  The  rule  upon  which  I  acted  was,  that  eVery  citizen  presenting  a 
respectful,  petition  to  the  body  that  by  the  constitution  had  the  power  to  grant?  or  refuse  the  prayer  of  it,  whs 
entitled  to.  bn:  heard ;  and  therefore  the  petition  ought  to:  be  received  and  considered.  If  right  and  reasonable, 
theprayer  ofiitishould  be  granted;  but  ifiwronig  or  unreasonable,  it  should  be  denied.  I  think  ail  my  votes, • 
whether  on  the  reception  of  petitions  or  the  consideration  of  resolutions,  will  be  found  consistent  with  this  rule,  i 
[OurdtaiiicsiJ Jr  riliw 

i“  I<  have  none  of  my  congressional  dqcuments  here,  they  being  at  my  former  residence  in  Buffalo,  nor  have 
I  dccfesSito any  papers  or  memoranda  to  refresh  my recollection  ;,ibut  I  think  at  hoine  time  while  in  Congress 
1  took  occasion  to  state,  in  substance,  my  views  on  the  subject  of  slavery  in  the  States.  Whether  the  re¬ 
marks  were  reported  or  not,  I  am  unable  to  say  ;  but  the  substance  was,  that  I,  regarded  slavery  as  an  e,vil, 
but  one  with  which  the  national  government  had  nothing  to  do— that  by  the  constitution  of  the  united' States, 
the  wljole  power  over  that  question  was  vested  in  the  several  States  where  the  institution  was  tolerated.,  -  If 
they'tegdrd&d  it  a's  Afyiesfeing,  they  had  h  constitutional^ right  to  enjoy  ft;  and  if  they  regarded  it  as  in  qv.il 
they  had  the  power,  and  knew  best  how  to  apply  the  remedy.  I  did  not  conceive  that  Congress  had  ahy* 

Eoweroyer.it,  or. was  ip  any  way  responsible  for  its  yonfin,uanee  in  the  several  States  whet e  it  ex^yd-  > 
aVe  enti-ftaVniedhb  bther’sejiiiments  oh  tliife  'siibj,fec.t  ,’Smce  1  .^xqniihed  it  sufficiently,  to  form  an.  opiniqp  ;  and 
l  dbubt  libt  that  all  tnj/  abts,  public,  apd  privA'fej  'wiirbe  found  ih' accordance  with  this  view. 

“fme  the'Honor  to  be,  your  obedient  servant, 

tt  VTTT  T  A  p  n  PUT  UHR  F 

i/ITn  lUiok  U  V7P  U  ML.LARD  FILLMORE. 

oJ  iittijWWTOOjmrrohiJO ’iutft  JfidJ  tJaflq  A  led)  Jin  isjls  ,  »Idi  ?.oquii  -r  )E  * 

this  response  there  are  some  errorsiof  fact, or  of  mcn/i ''ryyasd  ab  entire  failure  to  deny 
the’ pother  of  Congress  oVer  !the  subject  of :  slavery  in' the  Dihuicfo.f  C'o’luimbia  and  the  Tie^iri- 
tories.  This  constituted  the  very  gist  of  objection  to  the  Erie  letter.  -The  Gayle  letter  denies 
the^power  of  Congress ;  over?.-  slavery;  f?  in.  it  he.-.  States  >  wheretit  existed  nothing;  more-;  -But 
upon  a  review  of:  this?  letter,  of  his  votes,  and1  subseduent1  cohdoct  whilst  tt  pftetnb^r'pf1  Cbb"' 
gress,  we  are  compelled  to  assert  that  Mr.  Fillmore  stands  recorded  and  proven,  by  eontempo- 
rp.ueoqSi.^^jrnuny,  tp,  ,h^ye  been  one  of  tbejfatbqrs  an$j  founders, of  that  aboiitjoft  agitatjpn 
wbicK;5feupp5Vgfi?el«i'W^!  >•»?«$  fallowing  votes  wijlj.f^ow.tlwt  M,r.  .Fillmore  was 

mistaken.' '.yfke&j. ,l)’e , sa$i •  ia •.'.!$($> , ft faf, j upon  which  -ljap^d'  w;us,  that  ogry  citizen, 
p^e^e^ui) g| a e c t f u  1  petrion  to  the  body  that  by  the  .constitution  had  the  power  to  gpaptior 
refuse  tne  prayer  of  it,  was  entitled  to  be  heard.”  “  I  think,”  he  adds,  **  all  my  votes,  whjefbpj1; 
upon  the  reception  of  petitions  or  the  consideration  of  resolutions,  [our  italics],  will  be  found 

consisten^i^^^l^13YAja  ‘^OTU  ,3M  TO  OHOOTfl 

He  votes  to  receive  and  refer  abolition  petitions : 

ol‘.'tDe»-erabei-ll2, 1837,  Mtj  Adftns- presentedti'an ^iitiofylphayir-ig  the>‘ttbofitiWn  of  thte  slal-ve 
trade  the  Distrtfct  of  SGolUmbia,  and  move^>  thttfc  it 'arid  others  be ’•  referred- tlife  cottimkldfel 
on /the -District; of  G  ol  urn  bia; «.  w  »«h  i  ? instructions  Jo  consider  arid'  report  -tli^reon.  M^-  WisO'- 
moved  to  lay  that  motion  on  the  table — yeas  and  nays  ordered  on  -  that  questiorv— yeaS- 13®]I 
nays-'*70.  AdaThe;- Fillriiore,  Slade,  Giddings,  &  Co.  in  the  negative.” — Cong.  Globe ,  vol.  6, 
pV*»«I9.'>»v\.’ *  ’t'1  baJnioqqt  ootllmtaoo  art)  to  narminiio  -  ;  ■  i  ibSI  irfjlo  noi  eoiuummoa  ujoY  :  ma 

‘♦‘'Mfi'  Ad  arias ;  then'  p-esehted  ttpetitibn  for  th^abolitidirdf  slavery  in  thd  T^rritbriett'of  'the' 


ijruuh  auetine  i igm  oi  peiiuuii  is  coniaunueu  w  in  tne  proposition, .to  report  for  legiBlative 
consideration.  It  is  impossible  to  assert  with  what  motive  Mr.  Fdlrnore advocated  the  recep¬ 
tion-.  );:b:Uti!i’J  lo  JoiliJ-UI  on)  til  v.;;j  /jiU  io  ijoiji.Oiiil  :uf|  lot  unije!  i  ,  >1  r.i  mi  "So  ;  w .  l  o  i  a  err  i  A  .dlb  •' 

ibViuioaAOi  tut  ilhaiwlm  fUsIuxu  30  .Jiiaaiuara  otnr  xatoa  pi  (unit  on  avail  Jam  .beaesna  Sou  j  •  ■  !  ,,  ■ 

or am  vmfgww,  w»!161  m\Smton xewMw*  )s.,more  explicit  upon  that. point  ■: \ 

m  is  if)  o  i  a  if  -.,1.;-:  art)  )A  .aahalq  alo  a-mh  ,.  9d)  ,/i  imojoiabnu  )?  a  ntd  oj 


confederacy, 


*•  Resolved,  That  (Joh'rress  has  no  -right  to  «Othtti?  iildltectfy;  which  it  cannot  do  difechy*  and  that  the  agi-?1’ 
tation  of  the’ sub§ect«!)f- slavery- in  dhe ‘District  of  Columbia  br  the  Territories  ai  a  meabs,  and  with  tiie  view  of* 
disturhing  or  overthrowing  that  institutioil  in  the  Several  States-^  is  against  the!  true  spirit  and  meaning  of  the 


ootiatituttnn,  an  infringement  of  the  right  of  the  States  affected,  Uhd  ft  breach  of  the  public  faith  upon 
they  entered  into  the  confederacy. :  •.')  /•.  )  !!j  i  7-  .  1,  . 

“  Resolved,  That  the  constitution  rests  on  the  broad  principle  of  equality  among  the  members  of  tljig  copfe|iJ 
eracy,  and  that  Congress,  in  the  exercise  of  its  acknowledged  powers,  has  no  right  to  discriminate  betweeri  the 
institutions  of  onq  portion  of  the  States  and  another,  with  a  view  of  abolishing  the  one  and  promoting  the 

**  Resolved,  therefore,  That  all  attempts  otf  the  part  of  OOngrefes  to  abolish  slavery  in  t  he  District  of  Colirrriltfa 
or  the  Territories,  or  to  prohibit  the  removal  of  slaves  from  State  to  State,  or  to  discriminate  between  the’ instil 
tutions  of  one  portion  of  the  confederacy  apd  another  with  the  views  aforesaid,  are  in  violation  of  the  constjtupon, 
destructive  of  the  fundamental  principle  on  which  the  union  of  these  States  rests,  and  beyond  the  jurisdiction 
of  Congress  ;  and  that  every  petition,  memorial,  resolutioP,  proposition,  or  pajter,  touching  rif1  relating  jp  jihy 
way  or  to  any  extent  whatever  to  slavery  as  aforesaid,  qi*  (He  abolition  thefeofy  sliaihj  pf^fdlt^npn 

thereof,' without  afiy  further  action  tl^tfeoa,  be  laid  upon  the,  table  without  being  * 

1  Mr.  Athert«n  moved  a  suspension  of  the  rules— yeas  and  nays  ordered— -yeab  j'37,,^a‘y&:.()6, 
Adams,  Fillmore,  &  Co  ,  in  the  mgaiivi .  imO  lo  fev/nl  orii  iacl'l' .?•>- 

,  This  vote,  against  tbenV  leafrolo'  submit”  is  inconsistent  with  tbe  principle  Avowed  dh  the 
Gayle  lettef  ;  for  even  if  he  had  determin  ed  to  rote  against  tire  reSOhuioh,  upon:  its  iWeritsj  he 
w.as  bound  to  have  voted  for  the  reception.,, because,  every  cjtizsn'  “  prf Renting  a  pg(it ion,  (ei* 
resolution]  to  the  body  (hat  by  the  constitution  had  the  power'  to  granCor  refuse  the  prayer  of 
it,  iras  entitled  to  be  heard:’’  ' 

'But  there  is  jfbptH^p^vMebde  of  mae'e-irate  reb’oTlectiph,  cottibititid ' jvtri t h  an  brtdbi^fetPgni'pf 
the  most  dangerous  and  a'b'omm  -.blc  ruetrim:?,  presented  by—. 

His  votes  upon  the  case  of  the  Creole  slhtemnUny  etirid  murder ■ :  . .  ’  1  ,,'r" 

This  case  was  presented 

{w  •}••  J  1  . 

The  brig  Creole,  bound  from 

large  ^rdf  ne'grbfes,  who  m'othifed . . pMliSHIaWifllB, _ , _  _  .  _ 

pelled  some  of  the  officers  of  the  vessel  to  take  her  into  Nassau,  N.  JP.,  Onte  Of  the  "B  Vi  fish  West  lbdift.  island#, 
where  the  negroes  were  taken  care  of  and  set  free, by  ;the? authorities  df  therisland.  This  case  tvasabe!  sublet 
of  Congress jpnal  action  ip  'both  boufqy  of  Congress',  and  of  negotiation  with  Great  Britain.^ iTBfpmqst;  jnttfpse 
feeling  was  manifested  all  over  tti e  Union,  and  particularly  mine  South.  *  * 

,  “During  the:  pendency  of  ,thq  excitement,  thje.  nolorinu'f.  phpUtjopi^,  TB-.  .QitWjng?,.:  pj0exe;d  p.  sej,  .ofy  jeso- 
lUtfqns,  Justifying  the  negroes  jn  their  mutiny  and  hrurder,  pud,  approving  of  their  .course,  dppying  tpgt  Syud 
negroes  had  violate^  arty  law  of  the  United  States;  .'stating. that  they,  had, .Incurred  pP  ijegal  penalty,,  anja^. 
jhstly  liable,  Jo  no  puuishment and  that  all  attempts  ip,  regain  possess iQp;  of,  [rgjppqlayig  sard  pqiefjpnj^ 
are  unauthorized  by,  the  constitution  apd  prejndiqiabto  .ilignatioiial  Jidnord’,.!'.,,  v,t  viuwv-  -fit  0/  ih  r.  «i 


m 


ot 


0  toll  Ol  ODIOJ 
i'e  Mi  rod  ytiioilJiui  svilnl 
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We  annex  them,  omitting  the  first  three f,  plv’,'',’( 

“ Resolved ,  That  slavery  being  art  abridgment  of  the  natural  rights  Bf  man,' caji‘  eiiisi'^iAy.  iV  jfirep  dft]bi]ilyp 
municipal  law,  and  is  necessarily  confined  to;tbc  territorial  jurisdiction  01'  the  power  creating  if. 

“5.  That  when  a  ship  belonging  to  the  citislerr's'of  anV  SfAte  of  thid’Urti'bii  leaves  ,ttt'e  w'A'thfs  'And  ypdtfily  of 
such  State  and  enters  upon  the  high  seas,  the  persons  (slaves)  on  board  cease  to  be  subject  to  the  laws  of  strch 
State,  and.tbenceforth  are  governed  in  their  irejlations  to  eaph  other  by,  and  ar.d  /amenable,  tpi,  thedawsytf;  |he 

United  States.  -  u  .  >*  a 1  .  it'sidm  _ _ 

•  Xhat  when  the  brte  Creole,  oil  |dte  p’a^agb  ’to  NeW'  OileAns,  left  the  territorial  jdrisaic'tibiri, df  ylr- 
giuiapihe  slave  law^  Of  that  State- ceasetf  to  hAVe- Jurisdiction  dVer  the  petjons  hbAftfVaiiPbd^,  h'nd 

iucli  persons  became ‘amenable  only  to  itlie  Jaws  of  :thfc  United 'States.  -I  ,(.*(&  J  poomoii&Cl  J  IKuitr.O 
“  7.  That  the  persons  (slaves)  on  boa,i;d  said  brig,  in  resuming  thei^  nqturql  riglitSjOffpei^ouqbliborty,  vios 
lated  no  lawr  of  the  United  States,  incurred  no  legal' penalty,  arid  are  justly  liable  to  ho  punishment. 

.  “  8.  That  all  attempts  to  regain  possesrion  of,  or  to  re-enslave  said  <persoi1k, ‘Are  ‘uriauthOrizbd  hy  the  erthsti- 
mtion  and  laws  of  the  United  States,  and  are  incompatible  with  our  national  hpYuWiha:  v  Jm*i/->  or.  01  ,vi  .7 
fi  9;  That  all  attempts  to  ex-ertiont  national  iriflueheb  iri  favbr  of  the  ebasuvi^e  Slav^tradeyrtritO  placeithis 
nation;  in  the  attitude  of  maintaining  a  com  mere  e  iff  linman  beitigs,  urp'  Bubveryive  of  therigiits  fttid  injurious 
to  the  feelings  and  the  interests  of  'he  free  States,  are  unauthorized  hjI  the  eoBstitUtidn^  and  prejudicial  tot  our 
national  character.”,.  .  .  . . . !  1,..,.  .  ...  . ,  j,,.*  i,.,-  II 

7||  1 : : .  •• T  •  -1  '  »  —  I  K  »:  V  f.O  .  .  1 V  •  f  t  h  J1I1B  .  03  I  1  •  r'.,l,;l  ,i...  ,.|.J  lnlalW  IIvj'I 


A  motion  was  made  that  the  resolut 


iona  do  lie  orfthe  ;tbible^-ycaB  52 j  n'ayBT25--Mr.  Fd*!^ 
ns  cmild  not; be  cohBidered'a  test  vote1;1  mfiny  ftibtrilQrs 

frid  nvrfilnot  tho  m  r.  f  i  e.  n  ii».  nrftf>r  fri  hit  I  inMryi  b'-A*  'h 


more  &  Co.  voting  in  the  negative •.  This  _ -  - - _ , _ ,  f  -  (  ,  „ 

who  were  opposed  to  the  resolutfonp  voted  against  the  motion,  ih  ofder  to  kill  tHeih' 
vote.  Air.  Fillmore’s  views,  however,  will  appear  by  what  followed. 

Mr.  John  Minor  Botts,  on  the  same  day,  offered  the  following  preamble  arid ‘resolutioh  i 1 

“  Wheretfs  the  Eton.  Joshiia  R.  Giddings  has  this  (laypr’eyentfed  to  this  Mouse,  ^series’ of  resoiutio'hs'  iofi  h-’ 
ing  the  most  important  interests  connected  with  a  large  portion  of  the  Union,  nd\V  a  iubjldtf  of ’^^gotiartrofi'h*^ 
tv/e'en  the. United  States  and  Great  Britain,  of  the  most  delicate  nature,/the  rdsu!t  of  which  miay.  event) ’dally 
involve  those  nations  in. war ;  and  wfier.ea.sjt  is  the  duty «of every  gopd|eitizpu  to  Aiqountenance.ajl  to 

create  excitement,  dissatisfaction,  and  division  among  the  .people  of  (he  United  Slates  gt  su,cii  a  time,  unfjui; 
such  Circumstances ;  and  whereas' 'mutiny  And',  niurder 'are;  therein  justified  and  apprOve'd,  in  terms  s  OCkiiVg 
to  all  sense  of  law,  order,  and  humanity;  therefore, 

“  Resolved ,  That  this  House  holds  the  conduct  of  the  said;  member  as  altogether  unwarranted  an  unwar¬ 
rantable,  and  deserving  the  $evere  condemnation  of  the  pepjde  °f  this  counpy,  anj  qf. ^this.  bpdy  io'P  iticulflr.” 


I  On 

voted 


>n  these  resolutions  a  motion  was  made  to  susrierjd  the  mles — ytvis  .128,  hays  fi8l 1  Fillmore 
ul  niy,  with  Adams,  Gi  lings,  and  Slade.  'Vwo-thirds  not  votit  g  it.  flic  affi'rn.'ativ^,1^ 
rules  were  not  suspended 

^  Thn  call  for  Resolutions  still  resting  wit'h'the  Staite  6f  Ohloi  Mr.' WellbR  offered  MrJ 1  Botts’s 
resoluri  ns  as  his  owtrJ  In'the  diseuSPidn  wfifrfh  thbri  tobk  plade,  Mr.  Fillmore ap] -eared  as  the 
special  apologist  and  defender  of  his  confrere,  Giddings,  who  seems  to  have  been  as  closely 
allied  to  him  in  feelings  as  we  have  shown  him  to  have  been  in  votes. 

Mr  Adams  then  moved  to  lay  the  whole  subject  on  the  table — yeas  70,  nays  125 — Adams, 
Fillmore,  &  Co.  in  the  affirmative.  The  direct  vote  was  then  taken  on  the  resolution  censuring 


10 


Giddings — yeas  125,  nays  69 — Fillmore  and  Co.  in  the  negative.  The  vote  was  next  taken 
on  the  preamble — yeas  119,  nays  6G — Fillmore  &  Co.  again  in  the  negative. — Cong.  Globe,  vol. 
IT,  pp.  345-’4G. 

On  the  13th  December,  Mr.  Wise  asked  leave  to  submit  the  following  resolutions,  as  propo¬ 
sitions  containing  hi3  sentiments,  and  what  he  believed  to  be  the  real  sentiments  of  the  whole 
South : 

“1.  Resolved,  That  Congress  has  no  power  to  abolish  slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  or  in  the  Terri¬ 
tories  of  the  United  States;  whether  such  power  in  the  said  District  be  exercised  ‘  as  a  means  or  with  the  view 
of  disturbing  and  overthrowing  slavery  in  the  States  ’  or  not. 

“2.  Resolved,  That  Congress  has  no  power  to  abolish  the  slave- trade  or  prohibit  the  removal  of  slaves  be 
tween  the  States  and  the  District  of  Columbia  or  Territories  of  the  United  States. 

“3.  Resolved,  That  Congress  cannot  receive  or  consider  petitions  for  the  exercise  of  any  power  whatever 
■over  the  subject  of  slavery  which  Congress  does  not  possess. 

u  4.  Resolved,  That  the  laws  of  Congress  alone  govern  in  prescribing  and  regulating  the  mode  and  manner  in 
which  fugitive  slaves  shall  be  apprehended,  and  their  rights  to  freedom  held  in  the  non-slaveholding  States, 
District  of  Columbia,  and  Territories;  and  the  mode  and  manner  in  which  they  shall  be  restored  or  delivered 
to  their  owners  in  the  slave  States. 

“5.  Resolved,  That  Congress  has  no  power  to  impose  upon  any  State  the  abolition  <  slavery  in  its  limits, 
as  a  condition  of  admission  into  this  Union. 

“6.  Resolved,  That  the  citizens  of  the  slaveholding  States  of  this  Union  have  the  constitutional  right  volun¬ 
tarily  to  take  their  slaves  to  or  through  a  non-slaveholding  State,  and  to  sojourn  or  remain  temporarily  with 
such  slaves  in  the  same,  and  the  slaves  are  not  thereby  ipso  facto  emancipated;  and  the  general  government 
is  constitutionally  bound  to  protect  the  rights  of  slaveholding  States ;  and  the  laws  of  non-slaveholding  States 
in  conflict  with  the  laws  of  Congress  providing  such  protection  are  null  and  void.” 

Several  members  said,  “  Object  to  them.” 

Mr.  Rives  did  so  ;  and  Mr.  Wise  moved  a  suspension  of  the  rules  calling  for  the  yeas  and 
mays  ;  which  being  ordered,  were — yeas  118,  nays  96 — Fillmore  in  the  negative. — See  Cong . 
Globe,  p.  33  ;  House  Jour.,  p.  74. 

So  the  motion  to  suspend  was  decided  in  the  negative. 

On  the  13th  December,  1838,  Mr.  Slade  asked  leave  to  submit  the  following  resolutions : 

“Whereas  there  exists,  and  is  carried  on  between  the  ports  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  other  ports  of 
the  United  States,  and  under  the  sanction  of  the  laws  thereof,  a  trade  in  human  beings,  whereby  thousands  of 
them  are  annually  sold  and  transported  from  said  District  to  distant  parts  of  the  country,  in  vessels  belonging 
to  citizens  of  the  United  States  ;  and,  whereas  such  trade  involves  an  outrageous  violation  of  human  rights, 
is  a  disgrace  to  the  country  by  whose  laws  it  is  sanctioned,  and  calls  for  the  immediate  interpretation  of  legis¬ 
lative  authority  for  its  suppression  ;  therefore,  to  the  end  that  all  obstacles  to  the  consideration  of  this  subject 
may  be  removed,  and  a  remedy  for  the  evil  speedily  provided, 

“  Resolved ,  That  so  much  of  the  fifth  of  the  resolutions  on  the  subject  of  slavery,  passed  by  this  House  on 
the  11th  and  12th  of  the  present  month,  as  relates  to  the  ‘  removal  of  slaves  from  State  to  State,’  and  prohibits 
the  action  of  the  House  on  ‘  every  petition,  memorial,  resolution,  proposition,  or  paper  touching’  the  same, 
be,  and  hereby  is,  rescinced.” 

Objection  being  made,  Mr.  S.  moved  a  suspension  of  the  rules,  and  demanded  the  yeas  and 
nays;  which  being  ordered,  were — yeas  55,  nays  157— Mr.  Fillmore  voting  in  the  affirmative. 

.So  the  House  refused  to  suspend  the  rules. — See  Cong.  Globe,  p.  99  ;  House  Jour.,  p  75. 

On  the  31st  December,  1839,  1st  session  26th  Congress,  Mr.  Coles  moved  a  suspension  of 
the  rules,  for  the  purpose  of  offering  the  following  resolution  : 

“  Resolved ,  That  every  petition,  memorial,  resolution,  proposition,  or  paper,  touching  or  relating  in  any 
way,  or  to  any  extent  whatever,  to  the  abolition  of  slavery  in  the'  States  of  this  Union,  or  either  of  them,  or  in 
the  District  of  Columbia,  or  in  the  Territories  of  the  United  States,  or  either  of  them,  or  the  removal  of  slaves 
from  one  State  to  another,  shall,  on  the  presentation  thereof,  without  any  further  action  thereon,  be  laid  upon 
the  table  without  being  debated,  printed,  or  referred.” 

Upon  which  the  yeas  and  nays  were  Called,  and  were — yeas  81,  nays  84 — Mr.  Fillmore  in 
the  negative. — See  Cong:  Globe,  p.  93  ;  House  Jour.,  p.  153. 

On  the  13th  January,  1840,  Mr.  Lincoln,  of  Massachusetts,  presented  petitions  praying  for 
the  abolition  of  slavery  and  the  slave  trade  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  in  the  Territories 
of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  Cave  Johnson  moved  to  lay  the  question  of  reception  on  the  table;  which  was  decided 
in  the  affirmative — yeas  131,  rays  83 — Mr.  Fillmore  voting  in  the  negative. — See  Cong.  Globe, 
p.  119  ;  House  Jour  ,p.  204. 

fo  show  the  excitement  prevailing  upon  the  discussion  of  these  questions,  a  certain  Mr. 
Pec't  (an  abolitionist)  thus  taunted  those  northern  men  who  voted  for  sectional  harmony,  when 
the  vote  was  about  being  taken  on  laying  Mr.  Cole's  resolution  on  the  tabic :  “  Now  come  up, 
you 'Southern  slaves,  and  show  yourselves.” 

On  all  occasions,  upon  this  subject,  we  find  Mr.  Fillmore  voting  with  Mr.  Peck. 

On  the  28th,  the  famous  21st  rule  wa3  adopted,  as  follows  : 

“  That  no  petition,  memorial,  resolution,  or  other  paper  praying  the  abolition  of  slavery  in  the  Dis’rict  of 
Columbia,  or  any  State  or  Territory,  or  the  slave  trade  between  the  States  or  Territories  of  the  United  States 
in  which  it  now  exists,  shall  be  received  by  this  House,  or  entertained  in  any  way  whatever.” 

The  question  was  taken  on  its  adoption,  and  decided  in  the  affirmative — yeas  114,  nays  108 — 
Fillmore  in  the  negative. — See  Cong.  Globe,  p.  151  ;  House  Jour.,  p.  241. 
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HE  VOTES  TO  RECEIVE  ABOLITION  PETITIONS. 

On  the  30th  of  December,  1830,  a  resolution  was  offered  by  Mr.  Wise,  declaring  that 
petitions  for  the  abolition  of  slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  in  the  Territories,  or  of  the 
slave  trade  between  the  States,  should  be  objected  to  without  debate. 

Mr.  Wise  said,  if  he  thought  there  would  be  any  objection  to  the  passage  of  the  resolution, 
he  would  call  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

Mr.  Fillmore  rose  and  said,  he  objected. 

The  vote  on  motion  to  suspend  the  rules  stood — yeas  109,  nays  77.  Adams,  Fillmorb 
&  Co.  in  the  negative. —  Cong.  Globe ,  vol.  8,  p.  897. 

On  the  23d  of  December,  1840,  Mr.  James,  of  Pennsylvania,  asked  leave  to  present  a 
petition  from  an  anti-slavery  society  of  his  State.  He  also  moved  a  suspension  of  the  rules 
to  enable  him  to  present  it.  Mr.  Johnson  moved  to  lay  the  motion  to  suspend  on  the  table 
— yeas  99,  nays  53-  Adams,  Giddings,  Fillmore  &  Co.  voting  in  the  negative. — Cong. 
Globe,  vol.  9,  p.  51. 

On  the  same  day  Mr.  Rice  submitted  a  series  of  resolutions,  denying  the  right  of  Congress 
to  interfere  with  slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  in  the  Territories,  or  with  the  slave 
trade  between  the  States,  and  resolving  not  to  consider  any  petition,  &c.,  for  that  purpose; 
motion  to  suspend  the  vote  stood — yeas  106,  nays  82.  Adams,  Fillmore  &  Co.  in  the 

gative. 

On  the  14th,  Mr.  Thompson,  of  South  Carolina,  moved  a  suspension  of  the  rules  t© 
enable  him  to  offer  the  following  resolution  : 

Resolved,  That  upon  the  presentation  of  any  memorial  or  petition  praying  for  the  abolition  of  slavery  or  the 
slave  trade  in  any  District,  Territory,  or  State  of  the  Union,  and  upon  the  presentation  of  any  resolution  or 
paper,  shall  be  considered  as  objected  to,  and  the  question  of  its  reception  shall  be  laid  upon  the  table,  without 
debate  or  further  action  thereon. 

The  question  was  taken  on  the  motion  to  suspend  the  rules,  and  decided  in  the  negative  ; 
yeas  123,  nays  77  ;  there  not  being  two-thirds  voting  in  the  affirmative.  Fillmore  in  the 
negative. — (See  Congressional  Globe,  page  121  ;  House  Journal,  page  206.) 

March  30,  1840,  Mr.  Marvin,  of  New  York  presented  a  petition  to  rescind  the  rule 
rejecting  abolition  petitions.  Motion  to  lay  it  on  the  table — yeas  84,  nays  49.  Fillmore, 
Adams  &  Co.  in  the  negative. — Cong.  Globe,  vol.  8,  p.  295. 

There  is  yet  a  further  evidence  that  Mr.  Fillmore’s  impartiality  consisted  rather  in  his 
recollections  than  in  his  votes. 

On  December,  9,  1840,  Mr.  Adams  offered  the  following  resolution  : 

Resolved,  That  the  standing  rule  of  this  House,  No.  21,  adopted  on  the  28th  of  January  last,  be,  and  the  same 
k  hereby  rescinded.  • 

Mr.  Jenifer,  of  Maryland,  moved  to  lay  the  resolution  on  the  table. 

After  some  conversation  on  the  subject,  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  motion  to  lay  on  the  tabl 
were  then  ordered,  and  being  taken,  resulted  as  follows  :  yeas  82,  nays  58.  Amongst  the 
nays  are — Adams,  Fillmore,  Slade,  Peck,  and  54  others. 

So  the  resolution  was  laid  on  the  table.  (See  Cong.  Globe ,  page  12;  House  Journal,  page  8.) 

On  the  21st  January,  1841,  Mr.  Adams  presented  and  moved  the  reference  of  a  petition, 
asking  the  abolition  of  slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  in  the  Territories  ;  also,  that 
no  new  Territory  tolerating  slavery  may  be  admitted  into  the  Union. 

Mr.  Conner  moved  to  lay  that  portion  of  the  petition  which  came  under  the  standing  rule 
on  the  table. 

Mr.  Adams  asked  how  that  was  to  be  done,  for  the  petition  must  then  necessarily  be  cut  in 
two.  ,j 

Mr.  Warren,  of  Georgia,  observed  that,  if  the  petitioners  thought  proper  to  attach  objee 
tionable  matter,  not  receivable  by  the  House,  to  their  petition,  they  ought  not  to  complain 
if  the  whole  was  rejected.  He  therefore  moved  the  rejection  of  the  whole. 

That  portion  of  the  petition  coming  under  the  rule  having  been  laid  on  the  table  sub  silentio , 

Mr.  Black,  of  Georgia,  moved  to  reconsider  the  vote,  for  the  purpose,  in  case  it  should  be 
reconsidered,  of  moving  the  rejection  of  the  whole,  as  he  contended  that  no  part  of  it  ought 
to  have  been  received. 

On  that  motion  Mr.  Adams  demanded  the  yeas  and  nays,  which  were  ordered,  and  decided 
by  yeas  and  nays  as  follows  :  yeas  103,  nays  51.  Fillmore  in  the  negative.  (See  Congres¬ 
sional  Globe,  page  116  ;  House  Journal,  page  202.) 

So  the  vote  was  reconsidered.  After  some  further  conversation,  the  hour  having  expired, 
the  House  proceeded  to  the  orders  of  the  day. 

Oi  the  7th  January,  1842,  2d  session  27th  Congress,  Mr.  Giddings,  of  Ohio,  presented  a 
memorial  from  certain  legal  voters  of  Lenox,  in  the  county  of  Ashtabula,  and  State  of  Ohio, 
praying  Congress  to  repeal  the  laws  regulating  or  sanctioning  the  holding  or  transportation  of 
persons  as  slaves  in  vessels  of  the  United  States  sailing  coastwise  from  one  State  to  another  ; 
and  to  pass  laws  protecting  the  rights  of  all  persons  claimed  or  held  as  slaves  who  may  be 
constitutionally  entitled  to  their  freedom  by  going  to  sea,  with  the  consent  of  their  masters, 
beyond  the  jurisdiction  of  the  State  in  which  they  are  legally  held  to  be  slaves. 
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Mr.  W.  Cost  Johnson  objected  to  the  reception  of  the  petition,  as  prohibited  by  a  rule  of 
the  House  in  relajiop, to, p^Uions^r.the^^it^o^ 311 

Mr.  .Wise  supported  the  objection,  strenuously  insisting  that  the  memorial  amounted  to  a 
prayer  for  the, abolition, of  slavery,  on  .board  any  .American  .vessel.  whethe/r public  .,©r  private , 
in  \tmch‘Hisiii^e),^vas  c^rie^thy^e^u^glihsjb'd^to'sca't— ' a.hdw'  sha’pd' of  the  Ifhoi^fjdh.qUest^n. 

m'w  wMm‘  &M  m  m« 

lay  the 


^Wmwrfflghtv 

Mr.  Campbell ,  of  South  Carolina,  moved  to 


*A)tt,ltHfeM«h5\)l0j^W4j  18^1 ’{fife  VO^e  t^Jn * ti'£bn  ’ ^h'e" motion  to  re c  o  rfsi  cfe r° > 

striking  the  rule  excluding  abolition  petitions  from  the  rules  of  the  House — :veasfLPjG,  hWs'lt)4. 
‘Me'^te.  AttiiuV,  fit'CoV,  ^otih^‘^f  tne  ?ne^ti^ej 

vol.  10,  page  51.)  ' l£  1  H  0  ln  ,vo  "  * 

questijon,  was ;  sput  #o»  Mjv> Adan^’ireso^Htiotir ,t to  repeal 
thenr?iikl6;eixci,uding;abolititm'pet4tionsj-tyeas  lOOjUitiVs  HO.  'Messrs.  iAbAftfs1/  CtDB'mds ,! Pitt* 
took#' &Ky6 VbtfrfgHft!  fc'Hd-' affirmative.  : j)a‘ge  56.  ‘  .' 1 ‘ 
January  4,  1842,  a  motion  was  made  to  lay  Mr.  Adams’  abolition 1  'petition  on  Jl!fte ‘taWe — 
:yft«f!;W>h  tyl£bDBp9i&6 ,df  ill-more  o&lGavsdtiftg  non  Tfje;Bpeialker 

t^pptp,hflppflpied  that  tJwfd iteer«: many- other  silmUhropetitjoh’si not; disposed  of.  Mr.KGtamble 
moved  that  they  $fer.  .tablft-syeat  1103£  hayp  c-Mc$sf&<  i  Adam  s',)  Gtbfcn*  ©*v  i  Ejjai* 

$fti*#fttiog  iM>tJWJajegativet:  ^^vgnee£owd/Qltibetcv.ok:ll.,  pttgea^  13],^  ivyuill 
,  ,  tQfi .  Jth^I^l  st>  ;Jap  vtftryj  dVlr,  ;  Adartifc;  ;p resented*  a  .petition drum'  a  number  iqfi  citizens;  of  Masqat- 
chusetts,  stating  that  by  law ‘no  .foreigner  rt£epWib)an':Bcii)/-d)ficdilixi;ai  {citJleni  of 'Hid  ?Unitie‘d 
; Stales fypWtdheal  estate  i  therein'# , and i pihyihg  Jthat  the- (naturalization.  laws  -unayube  so 
amended  as  to  permit  free  colored  foreigners  to  become  citizens- of .tliei.UmtediiStaiteSy  ahd -  to 
hold  real  estate  ;  aoiluloaet  'goiv/olliA  od?  bovJflo  amah  A.  .aid  .0181  .0  ,i»(hiioooU  aO 

Mr.  Wise  raised  the  question  of  reception  on  the  above  petition,  and  moved,  to,  lay  that 
^tfetetmnotttasfchd  -ta  ble  .• 

Mr.  Calhoun,  of  Massachusetts,  asked  if 
taken,  resulted  as  followls fc.)yoks;l;15t, 
s-i^ttpb  iQlobt  a  pkg®  il58v  rfJ  odsa i  Journal  j 
-,,j  iOA-Uj^idStfli  .Bbcemhert  1842j  '2d:  session^TthXongresSv  Mr;-  Adams  cailledunp  hisires«li*- 
ticn,  rescinding  the  21st  rule.  .siorfio  bun  ,/looH  ,9bfiI8  ,:i/?or/M.u'i  fRm/)bA — oib  avail 
AjiciWtow fGott  JobiifcoUIsai^jif , the  (resolution  bf  the i gentleman  from  Massachusetts !Vras 
.thusi  tQifobptenotiibhe.pnblifebbsiness,  he  would  move  utfaatfdt  be  laiddiipon  the  tablet  >di  rtO 
l  at -The  yeas  andlhfty^'  being  ordered resdltdd  -foll0<ds>r:  yeas,.  106  y  nays  1021  in 

the  negative.  (See  Congressional}-  Gld&eypage''42';  'House  iJnum'al,  page '38.)  >AV  :.  >i.  *>.» 

>i  oHfe1  VbtfesJ  itd,!iiefe'MVd'  t‘Hb‘  idi'di^ltiotik1  cif'Mrv  sid'db1,  j)f6hofrt/cing  file  sale  bf  s)ajife(s  ip  the 
District  of. Columbia  piracy.  On  the  3d  day  of  January,  1843,  Mr.  Slade  movbd/tHdfoi- 

.  ‘‘Whereas,  by  a,laTr  of  the  Uiiited.  States,  framed  the,  l&tb,  May,.  1827,  the  foreign  slave  trade. ^cclai»d"to 
be’dirkcSr,-  knd'ik  lnkcrb'p\iliisftaMe  by  death  ;  'an'd',  whereas  there'  is,  and'has.Ipbg'hfeen,  carried.'  on  in  thetiisfric.t 
efiCplombiaJwitWn  sight1  bf.'.thk-  halts  of  tlie  ttvb'  honses  ofCbhgt'^sk,  t&lmiisvl'iff  tile  Chfel  ftxeciitifk 

Magistrate  of  the  nati,od(iaf  tf add  In  nien,  involving-kfll  the  prlnoi^i^  of  b'utrbire  oh  hUman 'right's  whieh/chki'ac'- 
teri^e. *^e  forei^p]  ^lay^trgdsj  apd  wbjcU.h^vei(hr.fwn  uppn  ,it;th,e  -mti^dietioi^  >of  tjie  oivitoed.vrhrhl,  and  ptig- 
mkpYed  those  engaged  in  it  as  the  enemies  of , the  rape.;  and  whereas. the  bade  thnk  existing  iivUiis  district  is 
‘AggVkVkfed  ih  ehortnity  hy  r^spii  of  i^'bfeibg'dkrri,fed,6ri'ih  .‘the 'heart .of  a  nation’ 'wdio.se  lnstitufiohs'.ar'e'based 
rHpon.ih'e  f>»irioiple  «tbat  tki! : menial : 'ctrea«4fl  equal; ;khd-  ^hd'se'  lawit;  have*  in:  effeot:  proefaithed  ‘its  grekVAM 
superlative  iniquity ;  aggravated,  moreover,  by  its  outrage  on  the  sensibilities  of  a; Christian  icomhritnity,  by 

relatibl 


in 

thereby 

.  ...  .  ,  . —  ,  .  -  „ - .„ - - ^.^.-eddsidfira- 

won  that  those  laws,  are  a  virtual  usurpation  of  power,  the  Cjynsflifqtion,  qf.  ^he.pqifesdi'Sitatee  having  v.qhferrfcd 
upon  Congress  no  right  to  establish,  the  relation  of  slavery!. ion  to  •s+mctiqv  a#d.  protect  tub  slAve  teaixb,  in 
iAl^r>k|lri?lbh'[0P’lrm;S  CO^ffi.kkaj  y  :  ihcrefore,  resolved',*’ &'c.,  Ac.  *  V  '  •  '  • 

;;’!CW^oti°n  to  suspiMuf  111.'  rules  s,,  as  to  receive  the  prcmiible  and  resolution,  the  vote  .stood 
.w.;,  Messrs.  Adam-,  Fm.i.moue,  G hidings,- Slade,  ^.c.,  voting  in  the  adirma- 
t;ve.-Cd^mfion«/  V.lobe,  vol.  12,  p.  m, 

He  vote^.tp  receive  a,  resolution  repealing  the  teintxariaHarr  ©if  Jlldrida  proMbitingi  thb:  im¬ 
migration  of  free  negroes  into  ithfct  Territory*;!!  do :  *i  u  >.u  »di'(  ■:  •  d; 


Agaiii  :  ori  the  3d  January,  1843,  Mr, Morgan  presented  a  resolution  instriletihg  the  Ooiri- 
'ttnftefe  on  -Terrif  dries-  to '  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  repealing  an  atrt  parsed  by;  the  terrr- 
totial  legislature  of  Florida,  entitled  “  An  act  to' m-event  , the  future  migraiion  or  emigration 
5 of-  Hep  negroes  and  hnilattoes: into  said  Territory,”  or  to  so  much  thereof  as  imposed  a  capi¬ 
tation-tax  on-' such  of  thefti  as  "may  enter  said  Territory,  and  authorizes  their  sale-tpr  ninety 
^Cars  for'tho  non-;paynient  of  said-tax;  ’  ’  •  h" 

Black*  iftbved  to  lay -the  resolfittbn  on  the  table— yeas  II 3,  hods  8th  Fillmore  voted  in  the 
negative..  .  *  - 

On  the  23d  iof  February,  Briggs, :of  Massachusetts,-  asked  leave  to  sirbfriit  the  following 
:fesolutib'n  : 

WHereasi  all  laws  passed  by  the  governor  and  legislative  councJt  of  ' Florida  are  iu  Ml.force  pBtil  .cBsapprpved 
of  by  Congress,  therefore —  . 

<•  ’Rhsolved;  That  the  Co'rotnlttee- on  the  Judiciary  he  instructed  forthwilhto  report  the "following-  bill  1* 

; Beit  enacted  by  (he  Senate  and  House •/  Re  present  athjesbf  the  United  states  of  Jimeripa  in  Congress  assepiblet, 
.That  an  act  passed,  by  the,  governor  anil  .legislative  council  of  the  .Territory  of  Florida,  approved  by  the  said 
governor  on  5th  March,  1842,  entitled  “  An  act .tp.p'r'eyent  the  Tuture'pdigratioh  bf  free  negroes  or  mulatfoes  (o 
This  Territory  and  fori  other  purpose?”  be,  and  the  $aine  is  hereby- disapproved,  and-  shall,  henceforth  be  of  rro 
force.  lTA8ai(  :  *  1  :  :  :  t  A  A  ay£f?  ,o5I 

Briggs -asked  9  suspension  of  the  rules^-yeas  66,  n^ya  105.  Ffllmore  y  ea,  in  favor  of  Briggs— ‘Cb7t<7,  Glof>e,>voi. 

V:  -  .  I Aa  '.  r f:  r  aola  Joy  .  •  .  . 

On  the  3d  January,  1843,  Mr.  Morgan  presented  a  resolution.  instructing  the,  Committee 
on  the  Territories  to  inquire- into  the  expediency  of  .repealing  an  act  passed  by  the  territorial 
i  legislature:  of;  Florida  .’entitled  ;“-An;act.  to  prevent  the  future  migration  or  emigration  of  free 
negroes  and  mulattoes:  into  said  Territory.,’’ or  so  nutch  thereof  as  imposes  a  capitatioh  tax 'on 
.  sudfotf  them  as  may  enter.  said  Territory  r  and  authorises,  their  «ale  for  ninety-nine  years -for 
non-payment  of  said  tax.  .  1 .  .  -  .  1  sc  Ki 

-ip  Mr-  Jilack-moved  to  lay  the  resolutiJon  on.the  table.  ;  ) 

:Mr.  J^nj^s-called  for  the.  yeas  and.  nays,  which  were^ordered-,  and  being- taken,  resulted  in 
yeas  113,  nays  80.  Fillmore  in  the  negative; .  (See  ^Congressional  Gtalw,  p>.>.  HH  •, 'House 
•Journal,  jm  131.  .  ' 

*;  On  the  23d  of  February,  Mr.  Briggs,  of  ' Massachusetts;  asked  leave1’ to- submit  'the  follo  w - 
'Thg  resolution  :  ■ 

'  Whereas,  ail  laws 'passed  by  the  governor  and  legisla'tive;coun'cil'  of.  Florida  are  in  full  .fore?  until  disapproved 
by  Congress,  therefore—  !  mj,<  ■  , 

-  5  Resolved,  That  the  Committee  oB  the- Judiciary  be  instructed,  forthwith,  to  report  the  follo'wirig'bill : 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  >qf  the  United  ;S[ateswf  America  in  Congress  assembled. 
That  an  act  passed  by  the.  governor  and  legislative  council  of  the  Territroy  of  Florida,  approved  by  the  )8aid 
governor  on  the  5th  of  March,  1842,  entitled  “  An  act  to  prevent  the  future  migration  of  free  negroes  or  mula.t- 
toes  to  tM$  Territory;  And  for  o£iiAj*  purposes?”  be,  and  the  same' is"  hereby,  disapproved,  and  shall  henceforth  be 
of  no  force.  "  •  • 

.  Mr.  Mefriwether,  of  Georgia,  objected  to  the  reception  of  the  resolution. 

‘  ‘Mr.  Briggh  moved  a  suspension  of  the  rules. 

Mr.  Fillmore  believed  that  the  subject  had  been  referred  t6  ‘the  Committee  on  tke  Judi¬ 
ciary,  and  he  wished  to  know  whether  they  had  reported  on  it. 

The  Speaker  said  they  had  not.  This  resolution  was  to  direct  them  to  report  forthwith. 

:  The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered  on  the  suspension  of  the  rules. 

The  question  vvas  then  taken  on  the=  motion  of  Mr.  Briggs.to  suspend  the  rules,  and  it  was 
decided  in  the  negative — yeas  66,  nays  104. 

y^os-Messrs.  Adams,  Fillmore,  Slade,  and  64  others.  (See  Congressional  Globe ,  p.  337; 
House  Journal ,  p.  139.) 

Hponan  examination  of  the  various  votes  which  we  have,  presented,  it  will  be  found/that 
Mr.  Fillmore  voted  in -every  case  to  receive  any  petition  .or  resolution  the  prayer  or  purpose 
of.  which  was  the  abolition  of  slavery,  and  against  that  right,  in  all  cases  in  which  the  prayer 
or  purpose  was  adverse  to  abolition.  And  this  was  the  case,  so  far  as  we  know  or  believe, 
.  in  every  :  .e.  he  ever  gave. upon  the  subject.  He  voted/or  the  reception  of  the  abolition  pe¬ 
titions  pi-c^nted  by  Mr.  Adams  and  Mr.  James,  of  Pennsylvania,  but  .when 'Mr.  Atherton 
asked  le  to  present  resolutions  condemnatory  of  abolition  and  of  agitation,  he  voted 
• . against  tin  ir  -reepption. 

He  voted  .for:  considering  tliq  resolutions  pf  .My.  Giddings  approving  the  -conduct  of  the 
slaves  in  the  Creole  case,  and  voted  against  the  reception  of  the  resolution  of  AH-  Botts  de¬ 
claring  the  Creole  slaves  guilty  of  mutiny  and  murder,  and  Mr.  Giddings,  their  advocate, 
.V  deserving  the 'severe  condemnation  of  the  people  of  the  country  and  of  Congress  in  par¬ 
ticular.”  He  voted  for  the  consideration  of  a  resolution  to  repeal  a  law  excluding  free 
negroes  from,  the  Territory  of  Florida.  -He  voted  to  consider  an  abolition  petition  offered  by 
Mr.  Mann,  of  New  York,  but  he  voted  against  a  resolution  to  suspend  the  rules  to  allow  Mr. 
Rice  to  introduce  a  resolution  denying  the  power  of  Congress  on  the  subject  of  slavery  in 
the  District  of  Columbia,  or  in  the  Territories,  or  with  the  slave  trade  between  the.  States, 
and  resolving  not  to:  consider  any  petition  for  that  purpose,  ar.d  also  against  a  similar  one 
offered  by: Mr;  Thompson,  of  South. Carolina. 

From  this  argument  and  statement  of  fact  it  must  be  obvious  that  the  letter  of  Mr.  Fill¬ 
more  ito  the  u  anti-slavery  society  of  Erie”  subsists  in  full  force,  wholly  uncontradicted  or 
unexplained ibyhftn',  andshCu-ld  be  held  as  a  just-exposition  of  his  present  opinions. upon fhe 
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questions  involved  in  that  correspondence.  We  may,  however,  refer  our  readers  to  an  able 
and  elaborate  editorial  review  of  that  letter,  which  appeared  in  the  Union  newspaper  of  Sep¬ 
tember,  1848.  It  is  only  necessary  to  do  so  to  come  to  the  same  conclusion  with  the  writer 
of  that  article,  that  the  reply  of  Mr.  Fillmore  “  leaves  all  his  past  professions,  his  past  votes, 
and  his  signature  of  the  abolition  society’s  platform  altogether  unrecanted  and  untouched.” 

But  Mr.  Fillmore  voted  in  company  with  a  batch  of  the  most  notorious  abolitionists  against 
all  the  resolutions  offered  by  Mr.  Atherton,  and  these  votes  show  far  more  conclusively  than 
any  professions  can  do  the  true  principles  held  by  him  on  this  important  subject. 

The  resolutions  of  Mr.  Atherton,  it  will  be  remembered,  were  the  counterpart  of  those  in¬ 
troduced  a  few  weeks  later  in  the  Senate  by  Mr.  Calhoun,  voted  for  by  Mr.  Buchanan,  and 
were  deemed,  at  that  day,  a  fair  exposition  and  compromise  of  principle  between  the  two  sec¬ 
tions  upon  the  controverted  powers  of  Congress. 

The  first  of  these  resolutions  was  adopted  almost  unanimously,  few  claimed  for  Congress 
the  right  to  legislate  upon  slavery  in  the  States.  On  the  resolution  (that  the  petitioners  for 
the  abolition  of  slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  against  the  removal  of  slaves  from 
one  slave  State  to  another  were  intended  to  destroy  the  institution  of  slavery)  the  vote  stood — 
yeas  136,  nays  65.  Adams,  Fillmore,  Slade,  Giddings  &  Co.,  in  the  negative. 

On  the  first  branch  of  the  3d  resolution  (that  Congress  had  no  right  to  do  that  indirectly 
which  it  cannot  do  directly)  the  vote  stood — yeas  173,  nays  65.  Adams,  Fillmore,  Si.ads, 
Giddings  &  Co.,  in  the  negative. 

On  the  second  branch  (that  the  agitation  of  the  question  in  the  District  of  Columbia  as  a 
means  of  overthrowing  the  institution  of  slavery  in  the  several  States  is  contrary  to  the  spirit 
of  the  Constitution,  an  infringement  of  the  rights  ©f  the  States,  and  a  breach  of  the  confed¬ 
erate  south)  the  vote  stood — yeas  164,  nays  40.  Adams,  Fillmore,  Slade,  Giddings  &.  Ce., 
in  the  negative. 

On  the  first  branch  of  the  4th  resolution  (that  the  Constitution  rests  upon  the  broad  prin¬ 
ciple  of  equality  among  the  members  of  the  confederacy)  the  vote  stood — yeas  180,  nays 
Fillmore  and  Giddings  in  the  affirmative. 

On  the  second  branch  of  the  4th  resolution,  to  wit :  “  That  Congress,  in  the  exercise 

OF  ITS  ACKNOWLEDGED  POWER,  HAS  NO  RIGHT  TO  DISCRIMINATE  BETWEEN  THE  INSTITUTION’S 
OF  ONE  PORTION  OF  THE  STATES  AND  ANOTHER  WITH  A  VIEW  OF  ABOLISHING  THE  ONE  AN® 

PROMOTiNg  the  other,”  the  vote  stood — yeas  174,  nays  24.  Adams,  Fillmore,  Giddings, 
Slade,  Truman  Smith  &  Co.,  voting  in  the  negative. 

On  the  first  branch  of  the  5th  resolution  the  vote  stood — yeas  146,  nays  52.  Adams,  Fill¬ 
more,  GiDDiNGs,  Slade  &  Co.,  in  the  negative. 

On  the  second  branch  of  the  5th  resolution  (tabling  abolition  petitions  and  resolutions 
without  other  notice)  the  vote  stood — yeas  126,  nays  28.  Adams,  Fillmore,  Slade,  Gid¬ 
dings  &  Co.,  in  the  negative. — See  Cong.  Globe,  vol.  7,  pp.  27,  28. 

But,  upon  a  question  of  so  much  importance,  it  is  our  duty,  at  the  expense  of  time  and 
patience,  to  demonstrate  completely  the  charge  that  Mr.  Fillmore  was  one  of  the  first  and 
most  formidable  authors  of  the  slavery  agitation  ! 

The  session  of  1836— *7  seems  to  have  been  the  commencement  of  an  effort,  on  the  part  of 
the  abolitionists,  to  connect  their  nefarious  schemes  with  the  political  operations  of  the  coun¬ 
try.  A  powerful  endeavor  was  made  by  Adams,  Giddings,  Slade,  and  others,  to  create  an 
excitement  against  the  southern  States,  by  charging  them  with  a  violation  of  the  right  of 
petition.  The  struggle  was  fierce  and  exciting,  but  it  was  decisive  against  the  agitators. 
Congress  determined  to  exclude  all  reference  to  a  question  so  dangerous  and  exciting  in  its 
character.  But  the  fire  then  kindled  has  never  gone  out,  it  has  burned  more  or  less  fiercely 
as  any  casual  CQllision  between  the  sectional  interests  has  furnished  fuel. 

We  shall  therefore  recur  to  the  events  of  the  26th  December,  1837,  a  day  which  Mr.  Wise 
has  called  “the  darkest  in  a  congressional  service  of  eleven  years.”  Our  narrative  will  be 
compiled  from  the  pages  of  that  observant  and  caustic  historian,  Thomas  H.  Benton,  who 
will  not  let  the  dust  of  oblivion  cover  the  sins  of  contemporaneous  inconsistency.  Our  ob¬ 
ject  in  recalling  this  important  historical  era  is  to  show  that  Mr.  Fillmore  was  responsible 
for  his  share  of  the  original  mischief  wrought  by  the  agitators  to  whom  we  have  adverted. 

A  DARK  DAY  FOR  THE  SOUTH.  SOUTHERN  MEMBERS  RETIRE  FROM 
THE  HALL.  MR.  FILLMORE  VOTES  THROUGHOUT  WITH  THE  ABOLI¬ 
TIONISTS!! 

The  immediate  occasion  of  this  contest  was  the  pertinacious  effort  of  Mr.  Slade,  of  Ver¬ 
mont,  to  make  the  presentation  of  abolition  petitions  the  ground  of  agitation  and  action 
against  the  institution  of  slavery  in  the  southern  States.  Mr.  Slade  had  moved  to  refer  tho 
resolutions  presented  by  him  to  a  select  committee,  with  instructions  to  report  upon  them. 
Upon  making  this  motion,  he  commehced  a  violent  assault  upon  the  institution  of  slavery. 
Mr.  Rhett,  of  South  Carolina,  interposed,  to  warn  him  of  the  consequences  of  such  an  in¬ 
flammatory  harangue.  Mr.  Slade  refused  to  desist,  and  was  interrupted  by  a  motion,  made 
by  Mr.  Dawson,  of  Georgia,  for  an  adjournment.  The  Speaker  [an  upright  and  impartial 
southern  man]  ruled  this  motion  out  of  order. 

Mr.  Slade  was  proceeding  to  discuss  the  question,  “  What  was  slavery?”  Mr.  Dawson 
again  asked  him  to  give  way  for  an  adjournment,  which  was  refused.  “A  visible  commotion 
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began  to  pervade  the  house — members  rising,  clustering  together,  and  talking  with  anima¬ 
tion.”  Mr.  Slade  continued,  and  was  about  reading  a  judicial  opinion  of  one  of  the  southern 
States,  defining  a  slave  to  be  a  chattel,  when  Mr.  Wise  called  him  to  order  for  irrelevancy. 
“The  question  being  upon  the  abolition  of  slavery  in  the  District,  and  the  argument  upon 
the  legality  of  slave  title  in  a  State.”  The  speaker  decided  that  it  was  not  in  order  to  discuss 
the  subject  of  slavery  in  the  States.  Mr.  Slade  contended  that  he  read  the  decision  as  ho 
might  have  done  that  of  an  English  court.  Mr.  Robinson,  of  Virginia,  moved  an  adjourn¬ 
ment.  The  speaker  decided  the  motion  out  of  order,  and  Mr,  Slade  refused  to  yield  the 
floor,  and  continued  his  speech.  Mr.  Slade  proceeded  at  great  length,  when  Mr.  retrikin, 
of  Pennsylvania,  called  him  to  order.  The  chair  did  not  sustain  the  call.  Mr.  Slade  went 
on  quoting  from  the  Declaration  of  Independence  and  the  constitutions  of  the  several  States, 
and  had  got  to  that  of  Virginia,  when  Mr.  Wise  called  him  to  order  for  reading  papers 
without  the  leave  of  the  house.  The  speaker  then  said  that  no  paper  objected  to  could  be 
read  without  the  leave  of  the  house* 

“Mr.  Wise  then  said  that  the  gentleman  had  wantonly  discussed  the  abstract  question  of  slavery,  going  back 
to  the  very  first  day  of  its  creation,  instead  of  slavery  as  it  now  existed  in  the  District,  and  the  powers  and 
duties  of  Congress  in  relation  to  it.  He  was  now  reading  the  State  constitutions  to  show  that  as  it  existed  in 
the  States  it  was  against  them,  and  against  the  laws  of  God  and  man.  This  was  out  of  order.” 

Mr.  Slade  explained,  and  argued  in  vindication  of  his  course.*;  he  was  about  to  read  a  me¬ 
morial  of  Dr.  Franklin  and  an  opinion  of  Mr.  Madison  upon  the  question  of  slavery,  when 
Mr.  Griffin,  of  South  Carolina,  objected  to  the  reading.  Mr.  Slade,  without  asking  the  per¬ 
mission  of  the  House,  which  he  knew  would  not  be  granted,  proposed  that  the  clerk  should 
read  the  document.  To  this  the  Speaker  objected,  that  it  was  equally  out  of  order  for  the 
clerk  to  read.  Mr.  Griffin  withdrew  the  objection,  and  Mr.  Slade  proceeded  to  read  the 
papers  and  comment  upon  them.  He  was  about  to  return  to  the  state  of  opinion  in  Virginia 
upon  the  subject  of  slavery  before  Dr.  Franklin’s  memorial.  Mr.  Rhett  inquired,  “What 
the  opinions  of  Virginia  fifty  years  since  had  to  do  with  the  case?”  The  Speaker  was  about 
to  reply,  when  Mr.  Wise  rose,  and,  with  much  warmth,  said  :  “  He  has  discussed  the  whole 
abstract  subject  of  slavery — of  slavery  in  Virginia— of  slavery  in  my  own  district,  and  I  now 
ask  all  of  my  colleagues  to  retire  with  me  from  this  hall.”  Mr.  Slade  reminded  the  Speaker 
that  he  had  not  yielded  the  floor,  but  his  progress  was  interrupted  by  the  condition  of  the 
House,  and  the  exclamations  of  members.  Amongst  them  Mr.  Halsey,  of  Georgia,  was 
heard  calling  on  the  delegates  from  that  State  to  withdraw  with  him  ;  whilst  Mr.  Rhett  was 
heard  proclaiming  that  the  members  from  South  Carolina  had  already  consulted  together 
and  appointed  a  meeting  at  three  o’clock,  in  the  committee  room  of  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia.  Here  the  Speaker  succeeded  in  getting  the  floor,  and  stating  the  question  to  be  on 
granting  leave  to  the  member  from  Vermont  to  read  certain  papers,  the  reading  of  which  had 
been  objected  to.  Many  members  rose,  all  addressing  the  chair  at  the  same  time,  and  the 
general  scene  of  noise  and  confusion  continued. 

“  Mr.  Rhett  succeeded  in  raising  his  voice  above  the  roar  of  the  tempest  which  waged  in  the  House,  and  in¬ 
vited  the  entire  delegation  from  all  the  slave  States  to  retire  from  the  hall  forthwith,  and  meet  in  the  committe# 
room  of  the  District  of  Columbia.” 

The  Speaker  rose  to  a  personal  explanation,  and  succeeded  in  recapitulating  his  decisions 
and  vindicated  their  correctness.  “Had  it  been  in  his  power,”  he  said,  “  to  restrain  the 
discussion,  he  should  have  done  so.  But  it  was  not.” 

Mr.  Slade  continuing,  said  the  paper  he  was  about  to  read  was  one  of  the  Continental  Con¬ 
gress  of  1774.  The  Speaker  was  about  to  put  the  question  of  leave,  when  Mr.  Cost  Johnson 
inquired  if  it  “would  be  in  order  to  force  the  member  from  Vermont  to  stop?”  The  im¬ 
partial  chair  said,  in  despair,  that  it  could  not  be  done.  The  indomitable  Slade  proceeded  in 
triumph.  “  Then  Mr.  McKay,  of  North  Carolina,  a  clear,  cool-headed,  sagacious  man,  in¬ 
terposed  the  objection  that  headed  Mr.  Slade.”  The  rule  of  the  House  required  that  when 
a  member  was  called  to  order,  he  should  take  his  seat ;  and,  if  decided  to  be  out  of  order,  he 
should  not  be  allowed  to  speak  again  without  the  leave  of  the  House.  Mr.  McKay  stated 
the  point  of  order,  and  said  that  he  now  objected  to  Mr.  Slade’s  proceeding.  “Redoubled 
noise  and  confusion  ensued — a  crowd  of  members  rising  and  speaking  at  once,  they  at  last 
yielded  to  the  noise  of  the  Speaker’s  hammer,  and  his  apparent  desire  to  read  something  from 
a  book — recognized  to  be  the  Manual — which  he  held  in  his  hand,  lie  at  last  succeeded  in  re¬ 
porting  the  rule  referred  to  by  Mr.  McKay,  and  sustaining  his  motion.  Mr.  Slade  en¬ 
deavored  to  proceed.  The  Speaker  directed  him  to  take  his  seat  until  the  question  of  leave 
should  be  put.  Then  Mr.  Slade— still  keeping  on  his  feet— asked  leave  to  proceed  in  order. 
On  that  question  Mr.  Allen,  of  Vermont,  asked  the  ayes  and  nays.  Mr.  Rencher,  of  North 
Carolina,  moved  an  adjournment.  Mr.  Adams  and  others  demanded  the  ayes  and  noes  upon 
this  motion.  They  were  called,  and  resulted  106  ayes,  63  noes— some  fifty  or  sixty  members 
having  withdrawn. 

“This  opposition  to  adjournment,”  says  the  historian,  “  was  one  of  the  worst  features  in  this  unhappy  day’s 
work— the  only  effect  of  keeping  the  House  together  being  to  increase  irritation,  and  multiply  the  chances  of 
an  outbreak.  From  the  beginning  southern  members  had  voted  to  adjourn,  but  were  prevented  from  succeed¬ 
ing  by  the  tenacity  with  which  Mr.  Slade  kept  possession  of  the  floor;  and  now,  at  last,  when  it  was  time  to 
adjourn,  any  way— when  the  House  was  in  a  condition  in  which  no  good  could  be  expected,  and  great  harm 
might  be  apprehended — there  were  sixty-three  members  willing  to  continue  it  in  session.  When  the  adjourn 
ment  passed,  Mr.  Campbell  stood  up  in  a  chair,  and,  calling  for  the  attemion  of  members,  invited  all  of  the 
southern  delegations  to  attend  the  meeting  then  being  held  in  the  committee-room  of  the  District  of  Columbia. 


“Members  from  the  slaveholding  States  had  repaired  to  the  appointment,  agitated  by  various  passions.  We 
give  a  report  of  the  propositions,  presented  from  a  letter  written  by  Mr.  Rhett: 

“  ‘  In  a  private: and  friendly  letter  to  the  editor  of  the  Charleston  Mercury,  amongst  other  events  accompa¬ 
nying  the  memorable  secession  of  the  southern  members  from  the  hall  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  1  stated 
to  him  that  I  had  prepared  two  resolutions, drawn  as  amendments  to  the  motion  of  the  member  from  Vermont, 
whilst  he  was  discussing  the  institution  of  slavery  in  the  South  c  declaring,  that  the  constitution  having  failed 
to  protect  the  South  in  the  peaceable  possession  and  enjoyment  of  their  rights  and  peculiar  institutions,  it  was 
expedient  that  the  Union  should  be  dissolved;  and  the  other,  appointing  a  committee  of  two  mepibers  from 
each  State,  to  report  upon  the  best  means  of  peaceably  dissolving  it.’  They  were  intended  as  amendments  to 
a  motion,  to  refer  with  instructions  to  report  a  bill,  abolishing  slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbia.  I  expected 
them  to  share  tll.e  fate  which  inevitably  awaited  the  original  motion  so  soon  as  the  floor  could  have- been  Abs¬ 
tained,  viz:  tb  be  laid  upon  the  table.  My  design  in  presenting  them  was,  to  place  before  Congress  and  the 
people  what,  in  my  opinion,  was  the  true  issue  upon  this  great  and  vital  question  ;  and  to  point  out  the  course 
of. policy  by  which  it  should  be  met  hy  the  southern  States.’ 

“But  extreme  counsels  did  not  prevail.  There  were  members  present  who  well  considered  that,  although 
the  provocation  was  great  and  the  number  voting  for  sueji  a  fire-brand  motion  was  deplorably  large,  yet  it  wm 
bat  little  more  than  the  one-fourth  of  the  House,  and  decidedly  less  than  one-half  of  the  members  from  the  free 
States :  so  that,  even  if  left  to  the  free  State  vote  alone,  the  motion  would  have  been  rejected;  But  the'  motion  “• 
itself,  and  the  manner  in  which  it  was  supported,  was  ir\ost  reprehensible — necessarily  leading  to  disorder  in 
tike  House,  the  destruction  of  its  harmony  and, capacity,  foi  useful  legislation,  tending  to  a  sectional  segregation 
of  the  members,  the  alienation  of  feeling  between  the.  North  and  the  South,. and  alarm  to  all  the  .slaveholding 
States.  The  evil  required  a  remedy,  but  hot  the  remedy  of  breaking  up  the.  Union  ;  but  one  which  might  pre-  ', 
vent  the  like  in  future,  while  administering  a  rebuke  upon  the  past.  That  remedy  was  found  in  adopting  a 
proposition  to  be  offered  to  the  House,  which,  if  agreed  to,  would,  close  the  door  against  any  discussion  upon 
abolition  petitions  in  future,  and  assimilate  the.  proceedings  of  the  House,  in  that  particular,  to  those  of  the 
Senate.  This  proposition  was  put  into  .the  hands  of  Mr.  Patton,  of  Virginia,  to  be.  offered  as  an  amendment  to 
the  rules  at  the  hperiing  of  the  House  the  next  morning,  ft  was  in  these  words  : 

11 1  Resolved-,, That  all  petitions,  memorials,  and  papers  touching  the  abolition  of  slavery,  or  the  buying,  selling, 
or  transferring  of  slaves,  in  any  State,  District,  or  Territory  of  the  United  States,  be. laid  on  the  tilde  without 
being  debated,  printed,  read,  or  referred,  and  that  no  further  action  whatever  shall  be  had  therein.’ 

“  Accordingly,  at  the  opening  of  the  House  Mr.  Patton  asked  leave  to  submit  the  resolution — which  was 
read  lbr  information.  Mr.  Adams  objected  to  the  grant  of  leave.  Mr.  Patioa  then  moved  a  suspension  of  the 
rules,  which  motion  required  two-thirds  to  sustain  it ;  and,  unless  obtained,  this  salutary  remedy  for  an  alarm¬ 
ing  evij  (which. was  already  in  force  in  the  Senate)  could  hot  be  offered,  ft  was  a" test  motion,  and.  on  which 
the  opponents  of  abolition  agitation  in  the  House  required  all  their  strength.;  for,  nnle'ss  two  to  onri  they  were 
defeated.  Happily  the  two  to  one  were  ready,  and  on  taking  the  yeas  Pud  nays,  demanded  by  an  abolition 
member,  (to  keep  his  friends  to  the  track,  and  to  bold  the  free-State  anti  abolitionists  to  their  responsibility  At 
home,)  the  result  stood  135,  yeas  to  60  nays — the  full  two-thirds,  and  fifteen  over. 

“  This  was  one  of  the  most  important  votes  ever  delivered  in  the  House.  Upop  its  issue  depended  the  quiet 
of  the  House  on  one  hand,  or  on  the  other  the  renewal  and  perpetuation  of  the  scenes  of  the. day  before— end¬ 
ing  in  breaking  up  all  deliberation  and  all  national  legislation.  It  was  successful,  and  that  critical  step  being 
safely  over,  the  passage  of  the  resolution  was  seeured— the  free-State  friendly  vote  being  itself  sufficient  to 
carry  it;  but,  although  the  passage  of  the  resolution  was  secured,  yet  resistance  to  it  continued.  Mr.  Patton 
rose  to  recommend  his  resolution  as  a  peace  offering, -and  to  prevent  further  agitation  by  demanding  the  pre¬ 
vious  question.  ...  . 

f‘  Then  followed  a  scene  of  disorder,  which  thus  appears  in  the  Register  of  Debates  :  ' 

“  ‘  Mr.  Adams  rose  and  said:  Mr.  Speaker,  the  gentleman  precedes  his- resolution— [Loud  eriea.of  ‘Order! 
order!’  from  all  parts  of  the  hall.]  Mr.  A.  He  preceded  it  with  remarks— [‘  Order!  order!’]  ’ 

-  “  ‘  The  Chair  reminded  the’ gentleman  that  it  was  out  of  order  to  address  the  House  after  the  demand  foi  the 
previous  question. 

“  ‘  Mr.  Adams.  I  ask  the  House — [Continued  cries  of  ‘  Order !’  which  completely  drowned  the  honorable 
member’s  voice.’]  .  ......  .  .  .  .  •  .  .  • 

“  Order  having  berin  restored,  the  next  question  was’,  *  Is  the  demand  for  the  previous  question  seconded 
which  seconding  would  consist  of  a  majority  of  the  whole  House  ;  which,  on  a  division,  quickly  showed  itself. 
Then  came  the  further  question,  ‘Shall  the  main  question-  be  now  put?’  on  which  the  yeas  arid  nays  were 
demanded  and  taken  ;  and  ended  in  a  repetition  of  the  vo.te  of  the  .same  63  against  it.  The  main  question. was 
then  put  and  carried  ;  but  again,  on  yeas  and  nays,  to  hold  fr  e-Sfate  members  to  their  responsibility  ;  show¬ 
ing  the  sariie  63  in  the  negative. 

“  Thus  was  stifled,  and  in  future  prevented  in  the  House,  the  inflammatory  debates  on  these  disturbing 
petitions.  It  was  the  great  session  of  their  presentation,  being  offered  by  hundreds,  and  signed  by  hundreds 
of  thousands  of  persons — many  ot  them  women,  who  forgot  their  sex- and  their,  duties  torn  ingle  in  such  inflam¬ 
matory  work  ;  some  of  them  clergymen,  who  forget  their  mission 'of  peace  to  stir  up  strife  among  those  who  should 
be  brethren.  Of  the  pertinacious63,  who  backed  Mr.  Slade  throughout,  the  most  notable  were  Mr.  Adams,  who 
had  been  President  of  the  United  States ;  Mr.  Fillmore,  who  became  so ;  and  others.  It  was  a  portentous 
contest.  The  motion  of  Mr.  Slade  was,  not  for  an  inquiry  into  the  expediency  of  abolishing  slavery  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  (a  motion  in  itself  sufficiently  inflammatory,)  but  to  get  the  command  of  the  House  to 
bring  in  a  bill  for  that  .purpose— which  would  be  a  decision  of  the  question.  His  motion  failed.” 

“  Amongst  the  pertinacious  sixty-  three,.’  says  Mr.  Benton,  “  who  backed  Mr.  Slade  through¬ 
out,  the  most  notable  were  Mr.  Adams,  who  had  been  Presider  t  of  the  United.  States,..  Mr. 
Fjllmore,  who  became  so,”  andothers. 


“  It  was  a  portentous  contest.  The  motion  of  Mr.  Slade  was  not  for  an  inquiry  into  the  expediency  of 
abolishing  slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  (a  motion  in  itself  sufficiently  inflammatory,)  but  to  get  com¬ 
mand  of  the  House  to  bring  in  a  bill  for  that.purpose,  which  would  be  a  decision  p£  the  .question,— Benton’s 
Thirty  Years ’  View,  chap.  26,  vol.  2.  . 


I  w  ~  * 

Such  is  a  description  of  a  scene  which  has  no  parallel  for  prolonged  and !  angry  excitcmeht, 
and  for  turbulence,  since  the  irruption  of  the  pnissardes  into  the  convention  of  Paris.  We  have 
given  the  details  from  the  knowledge  and  observation  of  the  narrator.  This  was  the  beginning 
oif  excitement  upon  this  subject.  It  originated  in  the  effort  of  a  faction  to  makethe  . rules  of  de¬ 
liberation  (he  vehicles  of  injustice  and  insult  It  was  called  “  the  most  angry  apd  portentous 
debate  which  had  yet  taken  place  in  Congress  and  now,  MilLXrd  Fillmore,  one  of  the 
dhief  actors  in  these  disgraceful  scenes,  claims  high  exemption  from  the  frailties  and  responsi¬ 
bilities  of  faction  and  fanaticism  !  Reads1  homilies,  upon  decorum  to  those  who,  are  at  tills  day 


reaping;  the  tares  and  thorns  of  a  controversy  sown  by  his  own  hand  ;  and  with  an  air  of  pious 
astonishment,  exclaims: 

“  Where  are  we  now  ?  Alas !  threatened  at  home  with  civil  war,  and  from  abroad  with  a  rnpture  of' our 
peaceful  relations.  If  the  present  Executive  and  his  supporters  have,  with  good  intentions  and  honest  hearts, 
made  a  mistake,  (in  the  repeal  of. -the  Missouri  compromise,)  l  hope  God  may  forgive  them  as  I  do. 

“  Jt  tor  you  to  sav  whether  the  present  agitation  which  distracts  the  country  and  threatens  us  with  civil 
war,  has  not  been  recklessly  and  wantonly  jrrodueed  bv  the  adoption  of  a  measure  to  aid  in  personal  adtancemenl 
rather  than  in  any  public  good.”  :  /  . 

*  *  *  ■*■*'*  *  •  *  ,*  * 

“He  deplored  the  sectional  policy  tiiai  had  been  adopted  by, important  political  parties  at  thepresent  time,  i 
and  could  only  place  bis  trust  in- the  sterling  patriotism  add  sohnd  sense  of  the  people,  to.  avert  the  calamities 
which  sfcctional  agitation  must  always  entail  upon  a  country,  *'■  *  *  The  blame,  therefore, 

it  appears  to  me,  with  all  due  deference,  is  chietly  chargeable  to:  those  who  .originated  this  measure.;’? 

Then  he  adds  : 

“  i  am  unwilling  to  believe  that  those  who  are  engaged  in  this  strife  caii  foresee  the  consequences  of  their  Oww 
acts.  Why  should  not  the  golden  rule  which  our  Saviour  has  prescribed  for  our  intercourse  with  each  other, 
be  applied  to  the  intercourse  between  these  fraternal  Btates?  Let  us  do  nmu  them  as  we  would  that  they 
should  do  unto  .us  in  like  circumstances.”  •  Rilfr  onHorratna  >> 


J, 


He  pities  his  successors  :  ;  i..  v.:  o.'.  .  .  r  :";  • 

“  He  regretted  extremely  that  those  who. succeeded  .him  in  the  administration  hail  thought  proper,  by'di?- 
turbing  existing  compromises,  to:r.e-open  the  wounds  so  recently  healed,  and  again  to  shake  the  country  frot»  ‘ 
the  centre  ,to  the  , Circumference  with  the  same  deplorable  agitation.  (Loud  applause.)  Theidtsturbanee  ofW 
compromise  that  had  existedfor  more  than  thirty  years,  be  deeply  deplored;  (Continued , applause.)  The, 
evils  it  had  entailed  irpon  the  country  werb  known  jo  all,  and 'he  could  only  hope  fhat  tl|e  authors  of  thOee , 
evils  had  not  foreseen  the  conscquencee  of  their  policy.  ” 

Have  the  annals  of  political  hypocrisy  anything  to  compare  with  this  inconsistency  between 
the  recorded  leg  slative  actions  of  Mr.  Fillmore,  and  this  severe  reproach  upon  others  who  ate 
mow  suffering  the  consequences  of  his  own  example  ?  . 


r.ir 


Messrs.  Fillmore,  AdanYs,  Slado,  Griddings,  &  Co.,  bnd  oygah'zed  an  attempt-  fQ.force  tji,e 
discussibn  of  slavery  upon  Congress.  They  wmuld  suffer  no  adjournment.  ;  They  opposed 
every  attempt  to  stop  the  streams  of  abuse  directed  upon  the  peaceful  and  astonished  members 
from  the  North.  They  pressed  the  offensive  subject,  until  they  caused  (tj>e  fir?t  act  of  repre¬ 
sentative  secession  which  had  “ever  taken  place  in  this  cbiintfy.  Well  might  Mr.  Wise,  him¬ 
self  a  prominent  actor  in  those  scenes,  receive  with  indignation  the  Very  swift  testimony  of  Mr. 
Stewart— afterwards  one  of  Mr.  Fillmore’s  cabinet — who  volunteered  to  prove  that  Mr  1  Fill¬ 
more  was  one  of  the  soundest  and  best  friends  of  the  South. 


:  c  r 


In  a  letter  written  by  Mr.  Wise  to  Mr.  Alfred,  of  Augusta,  Va.*  dated  July  29,  ^848,  he 
says’:  ,  i  -  :  .  hi  Ink  qi  ii’BWiolIil  .lW  to  *  ilocii  to  Ofw  fifodfi  ; 

u  I,  too,  served  with  Mr.  Fillmore,  much  longer  than  Mr.  Stuart  did,  in  Congress,- irtid  T  wWlrttimatCly,  Ac¬ 
quainted  with  his  speeches  and  votes  in  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  subject  of*  s&vet^j  'anflVffP  its  ab¬ 
olition,  in  all  its  forms  ;  and  I  do  not  hesitate  on  my  own  personal  knowledge  and  responsibility,.. to  pronounce 
the  charge  of  abolitionism  agaifist  Mr.  Fillmore  true.  I  appeal  to  the  journals  of  the  House,  for  the  whole 
period  of  Mr-  Fillmore’s  service  in  Congress,  to  prove  that,  if  he  is  not  an,  abolitionist,  Jphp  ftuincjr  Adams 
was  not  ;  Gfddfngs  was  no*.  Tie  voted  with  them,  and  against  tbe  Foutb,  on  every  question  of  slayery  or  is 
abolition,  without  an  exception  within  my  knowledge  or  recollection.  The  darkqsf  day  I  ever  saw,  ,d,unpg 
eleven  years’  experience,  from  1833  to  1844,  in  the  House,  was  on  the  20th  of  December,  181)7,  which  vve  haye 
already  explained,  on  the  occasion  Oh  which  Mr.  Slade  discussed  the  question  of  slavery  in  {he  States, ...  • 

J\Ir.  Fillmore's  Executive  record  upon  the  subject  of  slavery: 

Whilst  in  the  executive  chair,  Mr.  Fillmore  sought  no  opportunity  to  extend  our  Territorial 
possessions  or  commercial  relations  towards  the  South,  He  had  been  opposed  to  the  annex¬ 
ation  of  Texas.  He  occupied  himself  very  vigilantly  in  maintaining  the  laws  against  filibus¬ 
ters— laws  in  themselves  salutary  and  proper-to  be  enforced; 

Opposition  to  Texas  annexation  : 

In  1.844  he  was  an  ardent  opposer  of  Texas  annexation. 

At  a  mass  meeting  in  the  State  of  New  York  in  1844,  Mr.  Fillmore  made  a  speech  from  a 
booth  reared  under  a  banner  on  which  were  painted,  in  ridicule,  General  jackson  and  James 
K.  Polk,  the  latter  mounted  by  a  negro  !  who  carried  a  small  flag  bear.ng  the'name  of  Texas, 

His  course  in  1847  : 

In  1847  he  headed  the  ticket  of  his  party  in  New  York,  the  basis  of  whose  organization  con¬ 
sisted  of  the  following  resolution  : 

«  Resolved,  That  while  the  Whig  freemen  of  New  York,  represented  in  this  converttion,  will  faithfully  ad- 
here  to  all  thd  compromises  of  the  constitution,  and  jealousy  maintain  all  the  Reserved  rights  of  the  States* 
they  declare — since  the  Orisis  has  arrived  when  the  question  must  be  met— yieir  uncompromising  hostility  to 
tiie  extension  of  slavery  into,  any  territory  noyv'  free;  which  may  be  hereafter  acquired  by  any  action  ot  tbo 
government  bf  our  Union.”  -  tdi 

A  Fillmore  paper,  speaking  aYerwards  of  this  resolution  arid  the  result,  said  :  • .  ,  do 

“On  the  strength  mainly  ofrthai  resolve—  of  its  rejection  by  the  Demdcracy-,  and  its  hearty  adoption  }»J*  ih« 
Whigs— the  State  went  .Whig  in  the  election  that  followed.  by  some  thirty,  Umusand.  tnaj.ority.  MILLARD 
FI L LMORBIiediTed  flie'WlHg  ticket:-’5  f 

The  address,  issued  in  support  of  tbs'-  rs^olfttioh  «nd  -of  Mr.  Fillmore,  was  furious  in  its  de- 

pv^nciatio.n  of  slave  extension,  sayp)g;  that:; -v;  -  'm  bsJoivaoO  .8  vrle  (  t**AT8  ■■■mi/} 

'  V  ■.  Yi  i  si-.,,.,  knr  mil,  SrTnftfl  s>  Vio  oi  siobo  ni  fiJJOD  cr  i  \  -iv 

:  hll  4  tci  eli  oi  v^ifnobOL  .muh  \o  nil  hi  (  .no4WQ  loin^O 
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“The  flag  of  our  victorious  legions  is  to  be  desecrated  from  its  holy  character  of  liberty  and  emancipation  1 1 
into  an  errand  of  bondage  and  slavery .” 

“  We  protest,  in  the  name  of  the  rights  of  man  and  of  liberty,  against  the  further  extension  of  slavery  in  ; 
North  America.” 

During  the  canvass  of  1847,  at  Rochester,  in  the  State  of  New  York,  Mr.  Fillmore  made  a 
speech  in  Minerva  H.all  against  “  the  aggression  of  the  slave  power.”  The  greater  part  of 
the  speech  was  upon  the  encroachments  of  slavery  ;  upon  the  monopoly  which  the  southern  i 
oligarchy,  a  nest  of  250, 000  slaveholders,  had  enjoyed  in  all  the  offices  of  trust  in  the  Union  ; 
how  many  Presidents  from  the  South,  how  few  from  the  North.  He  commented  on  the  same 
disproportion  of  judges,  foreign  ministers,  Speakers  of  the  House,  members  of  the  cabinet,  &c  , 
with  ungracious  flings  at  what  he  alleged  to  be  southern  arrogance  and  injustice 

In  1851  he  negotiated  the  Central  American  treaty  with  Great  Britain.  Under  this  we  1 
guarantied  that  power  in  all  her  possessions  and  pretensions,  renounced  any  possibility  of 
acquiring  territory  ourselves  in  that  quarter,  bound  ourselves  to  divide  with  her  any  rights  of 
transit  we  might  acquire,  engaged  to  maintain  the  peace  of  the  isthmus,  and  by  this 
“  entangling  alliance,”  placed  a  barrier  to  southern  progress,  more  effectual  than  all  the 
fleets  and  armies  of  Europe.  This  unfortunate  convention  was  founded  in  a  false  admiration 
of  British  power,  and  was  either  a  covert  attempt  to  injure  the  South,  or  a  weak  ebullition 
of  magnanimous  vanity.  England  already  held  the  monopoly  of  the  isthmus  between  the 
Mediterranean  and  the  Red  Sea.  She  offered  us  no  reciprocity  in  its  use.  We  wero  just 
acquiring  territory  on  the  Pacific  ;  we  were  on  the  eve  of  opening  commercial  communica¬ 
tions  which  must  give  our  mariners  and  merchants  infinite  advantages  over  their  competitors. 
The  treaty  of  Mr.  Fillmore  has  entangled  us  in  a  co-partnership  and  a  co-protectorate, 
which  has  been  a  fruitful  source  of  dispute  between  the  contracting  powers.  The  obscurity 
of  its  language  has  occasioned  questions  of  personal  voracity  amongst  our  own  statesmen, 
and  with  the  ministers  of  England.  A  convention  intended  to  keep  the  peace  of  the  isthmus 
has  nearly  involved  in  war  two  peaceful  continents.  But  it  has  stopped  the  progress  of  the 
republic  in  that  direction,  and  we  shall  never  be  relieved  from  its  embarrassments  until  notioe 
shall  be  given  of  our  purpose  to  abrogate  it. 


MR.  FILLMORE’S  APPOINTMENT  OF  FREESOILERS  TO  OFFICE. 

The  proclivities  of  Mr.  Fillmore  are  perhaps  as  obvious  from  his  nominations  to  office, 
whilst  in  the  executive  chair,  as  from  his  votes  in  Congress,  or  his  known  opinions  publicly 
expressed  elsewhere. 

The  Hon.  S.  A.  Smith,  of  Tennessee,  having  been  asked  by  Hon.  S.  M.  Shaw  for  some 
information  about  the  character  of  Mr.  Fillmore’s  appointments,  replies  in  a  letter,  from 
which  we  make  the  following  extracts  : 

He  says  that  he  has  been  led — 

“  To  examine  carefully  the  political,  or  rather  sectional ,  view3  of  the  appointees  of  Mr.  Fillmore  during  his 
Presidential  term. 

This  has  been  a  work  of  no  little  labor,  and  required  some  time,  which  accounts  for  the  delay  in  answering 
your  letter. 

Upon  this  investigation  I  find  the  following  facts : 

1.  Every  man  appointed  to  any  important  office  by  Mr.  Fillmore  while  President,  whose  residence  was  north 
-of  Mason  &  Dixon’s  line,  including  three  members  of  the  cabinet ,  was  a  Freesoiler,  and  in  favor  of  the  “  Wilmot 
Proviso.” 

2.  One  of  the  leading  members  of  his  cabinet,  the  Hon.  Thomas  Corwin,  of  Ohio,  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
was  a  prominent  Abolitionist. 


From  this  report  it  would  seem,  that,  to  have  been  an  advocate  of  the  Wilmot  proviso, 
constituted  no  valid  objection  in  the  mind  of  Mr.  Fillmore  to  appointment  to  office. 

Pardon  by  Mr.  Fillmore  oj  Daniel  Drayton  and  Edward  Sayres,  parlies  convicted  in  the  crimi¬ 
nal  court  qf  the  District  of  Columbia,  of  enticing  away  and  transporting  seventy-three  slaves 
from  said  District. 

As  a  practical  illustration  of  the  views  of  Mr.  Fillmore  in  relation  to  slavery  in  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  and  the  rights  of  slave-holders  generally,  we  submit  the  following  facts  : 
In  the  year  1848  the  city  of  W  ashington  was  startled  by  the  announcement  that  a  very  larwa 
number  of  its  slave  population  had  absconded  upon  the  same  night.  Suspicion  was  directed 
against  a  particular  vessel  which  had  left  the  port  of  Washington ;  it  was  pursued  and  over- 
taken,  and  concealed  under  hatches  were  found  seventy-three  slaves  belonging  to  citizens  of  the 
District  of  Columbia  and  of  the  States  of  Maryland  and  Virginia.  The  vessel  was  in  charge  of 
three  white  men  from  the  north.  The  slaves  and  the  kidnappers  were  brought  back  to  the 
city  and  placed  in  prison.  ° 

The  following  record  shows  the  action  of  the  criminal  court  in  the  case  : 

Criminal  court  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  for  the  county  of  Washington. 

March  term,  1849. 

May  8.  Convicted  of  transporting  slaves  in  73  cases,  and  sentenced  by 
the  court  in  each  case  to  pay  a  fine  of  $140  and  costs,  one  half  of  the  fine 
to  the  owner  qf  the  slaves,  according  to  the  act  of  Md.,  of  1796,  ch.  67. 


United  States 
vs. 

Daniel  Drayton. 


19 


Ordered  to  be  committed  to  the  jail  of  Washington  county  till  fines  and  costs  are  paid. 

Same  number  of  cases  t?s.  Edward  Sayers,  and  fined  $100  and  cost  in  each,  and  committed 
as  above. 

Test :  JOHN  A.  SMITH,  Clerk. 

Under  this  law  of  Maryland,  in  force  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  the  penalty  is  a  fine  not 
exceeding  two  hundred  dollars,  with  imprisonment  in  the  county  jail  as  the  alternative  of 
non-payment.  This  act  was  passed  in  1796,  and  was  then  deemed  sufficient  to  prevent  such 
i  offences,  but  we  feel  assured  there  is  not  a  slave  State  in  which  the  commission  of  such  a 
i  crime  does  not  now  subject  the  offender  to  imprisonment  in  the  penitentiary  at  hard  labor 
i  for  many  years.  It  will  be  seen  that  the  court  did  not  impose  the  maximum  fine  in  either 
case,  one  half  of  which,  under  the  express  terms  of  the  law,  enured  to  the  owners  of  the 
slaves,  and  the  other  to  the  “  commissioners  of  the  county.”  The  costs  belonged  to  the 
United  States,  by  whom  all  the  expenses  of  the  prosecution  had  been  paid.  Before  we  exhibit  the 
record,  to  show  under  whose  authority  these  men  were  discharged,  we  ask  our  readers  to 
consider  their  offence  and  its  consequences.  It  was  not  the  transportation  of  a  single  or  a 
few  slaves,  the  number  was  seventy-three.  From  the  confessions  of  one  of  the  parties,  it 
was  proven  that  money  was  the  motive  on  their  part,  andithat  the  whole  scheme  was  under 
the  management  of  northern  abolitionists,  and  doubtless  was  one  of  those  “  underground 
railways  ”  now  so  boastfully  spoken  of. 

Joshua  R.  Giddings,  of  Ohio,  immediately  upon  the  imprisonment  of  the  offenders,  visited 
them  at  the  jail,  and  showed  by  his  conduct  that  he  rejoiced  in  their  act.  Horace  Mann, 
member  of  Congress  from  Massachusetts,  and  of  equal  notoriety  as  an  abolitionist,  was  one 
of  their  counsel,  and  during  the  trial  actually  denied  the  legality  of  slavery  in  the  District 
of  Columbia.  What  were  the  consequences?  let  us  enumerate  them  :  the  invasion  of  private 
rights  and  the  violation  of  public  law,  accompanied  with  very  considerable  expense  to  the 
individual  owners,  and  much  more  to  the  United  States  ;  the  disturbance  of  the  peace  of  the 
seat  of  government  whilst  Congress  was  in  session  ;  for  the  indignation  of  the  citizens  of 
Washington,  exasperated  by  previous  losses,  and  now  by  this  wholesale  robbery  broke  o*t 
into  an  angry  mob.  This  danger  proved  so  threatening,  that  special  meetings  of  the 
municipal  authorities  were  held,  and  tne  President  of  the  United  States,  Mr.  Polk,  held  con¬ 
sultation  with  them  as  to  the  best  means  of  preserving  the  peace  of  the  Capital.  The 
excitement,  however,  did  not  end  here,  but  was  introduced  into  the  halls  of  Congress  ;  by 
Mr.  Hale,  of  New  Hampshire,  into  the  Senate,  and  by  Mr.  Palfrey,  of  Massachusetts,  into 
the  House  of  Representatives,  the  result  of  which  was  an  angry  debate,  with  an  increase  of 
sectional  strife  and  hostility.  In  proof  of  these  statements  see  the  National  Intelligencer 
and  Union  from  April  18,  1848,  etseq. 

The  offence  was  not  only  an  outrageous  invasion  of  the  laws  of  the  land,  but  tended  to 
disturb  the  peace  and  integrity  of  the  Union,  and  yet  these  were  the  men,  and  such  the 
crime,  that  Mr.  Fillmore  pardoned. 

RECORD  OF  PARDON. 

Criminal  Court  of  the  District  of  Columbia  for  the  county  of  Washington. 

United  States  vs.  Daniel  Drayton. 

August  12,  1852. — Discharged  from  jail  by  the  President  of  the  United  States,  Millard: 
Fillmore. 

Same  vs.  Edward  Sayres. 

Also  discharged,  at  the  same  time,  by  the  President. 

Test  .  JOHN  A.  SMITH,  Clerk. 

This  pardon  discriminated  between  the  release  from  imprisonment,  and  the  payment  of 
the  fine  and  c  osts,  leaving  them  to  be  recovered  by  civil  process.  This  discrimination  was  a 
mere  evasion  and  mockery  of  justice.  How  idle  it  would  have  been  for  southern  slaveholders- 
to  have  followed  these  parties  north  for  any  such  purpose  ;  the  United  States  has  never 
recovered,  or  attempted  to  recover,  one  dollar  of  costs,  in  reimbursement  of  the  expenses  ot 
prosecution  paid  out  of  the  common  treasury,  and  the  owners  of  the  slaves  (a  portion  only 
having  released  their  interest  in  the  funds)  have  never  received  the  expenses  ot  their 

reCUponr«hese  points  we  quote  the  following  extracts  from  the  opinion  of  John  J.  Crittenden, 
riven  in  April,  1852,  and  then  Attorney  General,  to  whom  the  President,  Mr.  Fillmore, 
submitted  the  question  of  his  constitutional  power  to  pardon  Drayton  and  Sears,  lhe  re¬ 
port  will  be  found  in  volume  5,  Opinions  of  Attorneys  General,  published  by  R.  1  arnhara, 
pare  536.  Mr.  Crittenden  says:  “To  convert  the  power  of  mercy  and  grace  by 
pardon  into  a  power  releasing  and  acquitting  or  abrogating  private  vested  rights 

WOULD  BE  A  DISTORTION  OF  THE  POWER  FROM  ITS  TRUE  MEANING,  SPIRIT,  AND  PUR¬ 
POSE  ”  Again  he  says,  page  542:  “I  cannot  advise  that  your  power  of  pardon  as 
President  of  the  United  States  exiends  to  any  portion  of  the  several  fines  im¬ 
posed  BY  THE  JUDGMENTS  AGAINST  DRAYTON  AND  SEARS.  The  IMPRISONMENT  IS  TO  COM¬ 
PEL  PAYMENT  OF  THE  FINKS,  AND  IS  NOT  TO  BE  RELEASED  BY  THE  POWER  OF  GRANTING- 


the  VfiNEb-’THEMSELvW.  ;  ^h%^‘-^tel  releasetfffohi  .imprtsrimkent  | 
^mT¥8^flrcrpfeyft%^F1OT^%i»^:-i^oBa^6^l^^eS7d^'c0&fel' :  i  r  ;  '•  -°  *J5’';i!!;-;:{  :  "  _  , 

Admitting;vhp5veYei^(.tbe  ^ower  of  the  President,  let  us  consider  .the  act  of  Mr.  Fillmdre  i 
in^ts'iiM\oriTO\hofeerc6rmnunities  whose  rights  had  been  outraged,  and  especially  the  in-  ( 
.t,Gr<*ste  arid  sensibilities  of  thp^Q^th  generally,.  (lt(is  Ibe.ruje. of. the^  President  pf.Jhe, United  t 
f Sfa^cs',  ,'as .doabtjeSs  of  the.  Stale  executi.ves^when  invoked  to  exctfc'iee 'tlie  pardoning  jp.O^|r,j  , 
tpMearn  fuef views  of  thpsd  plhcip.liy  Connected  with  thd.case  under.  advisement,  and  also/qf 
"the  pTeriUg'  had-  been  committed,  In  .this  base, ;Mr.  Ifillffibre,  j 1 

.  contrary  toj his  (dwh,QuMbnv^ri$  ajthdhgh  the  application. for  pardon  had  been" befb/ri  him  fqr ; , 
j seyeyail' mmitlfo, njeith'#':^i4ght;^yy.;r^c^iv6d  any  statement  of  the  facts,  or  any  opitiidn  from, 
Philip dlartop  .Key, ,  b&q,,  who jaS- district  aftbrncyj.cpn^ucted;  the  prbsecrXtion,  and-  was  there-  • 
fljbtre  .tlie.fvhic>s!ti'’fsui%hle ; pei-'aton  fp  adyisefhim,  .pr'froni  Philip  R.  FendalJ,  esq,",  who ,  at  the 
itihie  of  $ie .pardfl'n.lield'  that  office.  ThCre'was  np  recommendation  from  Judge  Crawford  pr 
the  jury,  who  tried 'the  cases.  •  There’  was /riq  cbn’sujtittiph;  with  either,  of  the  two  gohtleme.ri,  i 
.Messrs.  Waftpflieno^'and  . j.ohh  f\\T  Maury l  esqrfp  whoheld  the  office of  mayor  of  the  city  ; 
pf'  Washihg'^op 'during. the  pendepey  of  .the  application, -of  even  notification  of  it  to  them-  .if  j 
..  such’ n6.tiftcatj9h.haa.  been  giveii,  earnest  rf djo.n^lt dtices- \V.^dl4  have  been  laid  before' the  Prd- 1 
.-'.sjdeu.t  frpm.  iiie  mayor  of  the  city  and'  'lthe  nipnicipar  authorities,  and  -FRo>r  the.  di'TizENS  ! 

J GENERALLY,  WHO-  WERE  E  YEN  '  MORE  ASTONfSHED  AT  fdE  .A^NOENCEMeWt'  OF  THE  PARDON  j 

fjTHAN  T^tEY.  nyV.D9REEN  .wn.EN  Tpp  sLAypis  were  fiR'st  PARRieR  6;ff!\  So  u^fexpehtid  was 
lhf» pai'dpn,;  Y n'd  pp.h'upfiedithe'd^at’^ni'g  of  these ’.o^enderi,  that,  not  only  had  the.  eTtizfeii's  pf 
^^ashington  no  chance  to  .remp.Astato,'  but  the  State '.of  Virginia  had  no  opportunity  to.-  intcr- 
i  pose  her  executive  requisition  fo:r  them,  a  portion  of; the  stolen  slaves:  having  belonged  to  her 
1  pitjzepsri ' ,  |  Since  flip  j  occhrripnee  of  this'  outrage,  arid'  the.  free  escape  of  tf^e  'criminals,,  the 
*raate‘pT.  'firginiahaa.-fc^  ’upon  to  prohibit  the  hiring' of  slaves  in  the  District  of 

Gplurnh  ja . ,  .Under  i  §uqH  circuriistlances,  the  ejeerqise  pf  the  pardoning  pPtver,  ill'  the  *  forcible 
language  of  Mr.  Crittenden,  becomes '“  a  distortion  of  the' ppwer  from  its  true  meaning, 
fspifit-f  apd,  .purpose.  ”  .  ‘  .  /  V  '  ,  . 

Tlie  only  .apology offered  ipr  Mr.  Ipljmo.re  is  that  lie  yielded-  to  his  sentiments  of  humanity; 
put  waV  it  a  case  which  justly  appealed  tp  his  pity  ?  iyiiese  riien  had  been  in  -prison  between  1 
three1  arid  Tour  years,  but  this'  confinement  was  'in'  the’  county  jail  .•without  labor,  in  pleasant 
apartinents,  with  wdiplesqirie.  food  arid  tlje  privilege  of  books  and  papers.  Average  the  dura¬ 
tion  of  the  imprisonment  and  the  number  of  slaves,  it;  is.  much  less  than  a  month  in  each  Case, 
j  Jffndei .$pp da.ws/of  tins'  District  the  larceny  'of  ariy  article  under  fhe.  Vdlue  .pf.  five  dollars  is 
p,unlshablef  and  often  'punished,'  with  imprisonment  in  the  county  jail  for  tvyelve  months,  and 
tlie  larceny  of  article's  of  the  value  of  five  dollars  and  upwards  subjects  file  offenders  t6  irfi-  I 
prisonriipnt  in  the  .penjtentiary  at  hard  labor. for  one  to  three,  years.  Regarded,  then,  as  a 
mere  question;  oTproperty,  jt  is  manifest  from,  this,  contrast  that  tbe  punishment  was  wholly 
' inadequate  arid  a ' mockery  of  equal  j ustice.  Again  :  how  many  far  more'  meritpriQUS  Crises 
were  then  languishing  in  the  District  penitentiary,  the  victims'  of  ignotdncC  arid  poverty.’  It 
is  said,  were  these  men  to  remaiiyin,  jail  fof  t^r^f©tipq%? .  We  answer  no,  but  for  such  time 
as  was  reasonably  proportionable  to  their  oftenceV  '  tari  it  be  presumed  that  Mr.  Fillmore’s 
successor ^Whsl^be^Jesfevhproane -  \  v Cam*! :  j  -  >!;)  ,  ci  ,;'i 

The  pardoning  power  is  pot  to exercised  from  feelings  .of  pity  at  the  expense  of  duty 
and  great  public  considerations.  If  so,  our  prisons,  will  soon  be  emptied  and  convictions  but 
idle  forhis'.  "‘We  regret'tb  believe  that  :it  was  riot  sympathy  for  any  bufferings  of  these  men, 
but  with  the  act  they  had  committed,  as  subsequent  circumstances  will  show. 

What  renders  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Fill mbfe  mdre  inexplicable  is  the  fact  that  it  was  during 
his  own  presidential  term,  and  beforetbe  granting  of  this  par  don,;  that  a  similar  offence  was 
committed  in  ;the  city  of  \Vashington.  In  the  year  i850  one  William  S.  Chaplin,  a  notorious 
abolitionist,  enticed  several  slaves  to  abscond  from  the  city.  Three  of  them  belonged  to 
Messrs.  Toombs- and  Stephens,  then  sojourning  at, the  .seat  of  government  in  the  discharge 
ef  their  duties;  .as  representatives  from  the  State  of  Georgia.  .  Chaplin  provided  a  caTri.age  fpr 
the  purpose,  armed  . himself  and  slaves.  When  intercepted  he  made  a  desperate  resistance, 
as  also,  the  slaves  at  his  instigation,  firing  repeatedly  upon  the  officers.  Chaplin  gave  bail  in 
the  sum  of  ^6;, 000,;  forfeited  it,  and  upon  his, return  home  was  applauded  as  a  hero.  It  was  his 
Y boast. that  tlie  slaves  were  the  property  of  southern  members  of  Congress.  Tljis  aggravated 
•('attack,  upon  the  rights  of  slaveholders  was  staring  Mr.  Fillmore  in  the. face  when  he°pardoned 
Drayton  and  Sayres. 

We  give  the  record :  ..  a  ' 

Criminal  Court  of  the  District  of  Columbia  for  W^ashington  county, 

J  March  term,  1851.  . 

United.  States,  }  Indicted  for  the  larceny  of  slaves  in  two  cases.  Recognizance  in,  the 
tit  t  l  .sum -of  $3, OOP  in  each  case.  Recognizance  forfeited  and  cases  still 

Wm.  L.  Chaplin.  ■  -  pending  and  pndecided . 

Test:  JNO.  A.  SMITH,  Clerk. 

You  ivilHhcn  ask;  fellow-citizens  of  the  -south,;  at  whrise  especial  -  instance  was- this  parddn 
granted.  We  answer  from  the  record;  Charles  Sutriher,  senator  from  Massachusetts.-  -  On 
file  Th  the  State  Department -will  be  found  a-  long  and  elaborate  petition  and  argument  by 


£1 


;i0 if^ypr  Miiditsiiidwt.  ^Hflri^cfeiYedAtgiwrn^elfjufnil  bareiit  triumphantly*  in-oompitiy 

with  the  marshal,  to  the  jail.  It  is  now  paraded  as  one  of  his  brightest  achieveuipp^J 
as  will  be  seen  by  reference  to  page- 4&.  of  da  work  'published  iby'Ttckiwr  &  Fields, Boston, 
ewtitted.-M  ^pooches  and;  Addresses*  by!  Gi^jcWSutohkp. vd  It  is  rtliete1  stated: j‘f*tbat 

this  mm  Cth&Uof  Dayton  and  Se^rs) wstfitfcdi  particular  interest;  •  ^0n> vtiiti&tiwkqf' 
more,  Mr.  Sumnqf;  laid  .befprfc/bim^ tbeifedljQwihg-' paper, :  Shortly i&fleryv.m'i  the  pardon  tia$ 
granted.”  '  '  ,  ,  j 

We.ckniiQt dp^bestaUQ  .mention dth-e » si»gnla?r> >wrd :.  painful fact, .that  whilst  jtbe  pardon  Was 
refused  before  the  meeting.  t|f tile  ;\Vilwg!cQrtyenfidmQtTd853,  ]yet  that  it.  was/gr.anted;at;  the 
instance  of  Cljarles,;Stf)noer,  subsequent:  to  the  .action  of  that  'convention.  We  ask:  the 
Questions,  •«ghtj!Mju1Sp«mef,s;interpos|iti(!Mr  have  weighed-  h  feather  V  but,  on  the,;  contrary  ^ 
shouiit  jj9t  .hisiidterfnrenfte  have  jadmoftished .Mrq.Filimone  of  ithe  necessity-  of  cautiom  i^et 
the  President  [fai  Is ,  to  nonsuit  jwit’u  those  :wh.O  had '.been  aggrieved,  an<l.  grants  the:  pardon? 
* t short Jy ;  atkef  Alr.d  §iMHJier’s  argument.”  Useeim  to  us  .that  Mr.  Fillmore  having  ac- 
qujaintod-Jdinsblf  wiAhinlf  jthe  facts  of,  the  >case*  with 'the  yiew^  of  the  people  whose  rights 
Ifadi.hben  4hv#(do^  ;and!  weighed  wejl-.dhc  jeno^naityrof  tlhe  ;offbnce-.in  jail;  itsi,  consequences,! 
should  ;ho}Ye;ans\>'ored.Wi'..:^uinrier:init4hts  wiser:  f ‘  1  cannot  grant  this  pardon  it  should  only 
be  grunted  Wlifh  the  knowledge 'and  approval)  of  ithe  authorities,  legal  and  municipal*  of  the 
!  city  of  Washington,  and  of  some  considerable  portion  of  the  community  whose  rights  have 
t  been  invaded  and  p»aC0tdisturhe4«';;'Ii,hdrd:dr.Qibtmfberljegs  ipaget  ihitjhb/pbttijtipntiary  and  jail 
of  this  District  more  deserving  of  Executive  clemency;  if  these  men  have  committed  this 
whqlesale  rblrbeVy1  of  their  own- m^kidnfdr  gpiw,  fhiy-xrtOst  epfipmteithy  snitab^e  -jraMsbrneht. 
My  successors  can  interpose  at  a  proper  time  to  release  them.  If  they  werb -the- agents hJhd 
dupes  of  abolition  societies,  lot  their  employers)  from  their  abundance  *lpay'the#ntes  arid  costs, 
or<  borne  ptyptferFiherdof,  as  taljustirestitutipiv  to  .the- United  ^States  and  the ’Owners.'  i-  If  their 
employers  will  not  save  them  harmless,  let  their  dupes  expose  the  plott£tb:6f  tlds;  hefaiioft$ 
sclidrAe^-dndJtttdy  shall  be  discharged^  Again,  t;his  iS-a  iiatforlaf  matter,  Uohgr6stei  ahd  fche 
oodntvy  are  :cpnvdlsed'.by 'this-*  sectidnkl  'strife.  Since  tb©:  o^missloh  df  this  offened,  the 
servants  of  representatives  in  Congress  have  beeir  stolen  away  dnd  the  rights1  of  sovereign 
State  si  thereby  violated.  Until  this  spirit  of  fanaticism  which  bo  flagrantly  tramples’  upon 
private  rights  and  the  public  peace  is  allayed,  I  cannot,  by  any  act  of  mine-,  give  dt>  the 
slightest  countenance  ;  but;  <m  the  contrary,  mast  rebuke ’it.  Such  Criminals,*  With*  such 
abettors,  must  be  held  as  hostages  for  the  public: peace.5 ’  Such,  however,  bas  net  his  lan- 
gmage  br  hisaetib‘ft4  but  a  few  months  before  the  expiration  of  hie  tefiti,  and  with  the  retirement 
of  private  life  before  him,  Mr.  Fillmore  co-operates  with  Mr;  Sumner,  a»d,  irl  fact,1  gratifies 
this  bilttef lenfemy  and;  wholesale  reviled  df  the  south  %  the  Consummation  of  this  outrage. 
How  opposite  Mr.  Fillmore’s  course  to  the  south,  to  the  cordial  and  consistent  friendship 
©f  Mri  Bucliafiah  alike  in> sunshine  and  stOTm  !  1  ;  d  -'-i 

.will  ov;da  oviJigul  :ulf  lo  noimooxo  lutd.-iel  orfj  to  zota  m 

p| LLMORG’SMlFrORD  RECAPITULATED. 

We  will  now  briefly  recapitulate  the  acts  of  these  two  competing  statesmen,  ' that,,  our 
southern  rreadei;s  may  determine  at  a  glance  upon  yv  bich  of  (t  horn  the  south  paiy-.bpst.  rely  [for 
safety 'and  justice.  •  .  .  .  ■ 

Mr.  Fillmore  was  willing  that[  Cpngresjj  should  receive  petitions. to  abolish  slavery  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  and  in  the  Ifcrr/tories,  ajid  praying  that  no  other  slgive  State  might 
ever  be- admitted  into  the  Union.  -  ,  . 

.  He  vya§  pot  filling  that  resolutions  .copdeipnatory, of  t^Qse  principles  should  be  offered.. 

H£  has.re^preij^ed  the.  opinions  that  Congress  lias  power  t.o.  abolish  slavery  in  the  District  o.f 
Columbia,  arid  that  it  may  prohibit  the, removal  pf  slaves  from  one  slave  State  to  another.. 

He  voted;  l.bat  the  agitation.  of  .slavery,  with,  the  pprposd  pf  abolition  in  the  States,  is  no,t 
against  the  Constitution  ;  not  an  infringement  of  the  fight  pf  the  States  ;  and  not.  a;breach  pf 
co  le.lerate  faith. .  '  ....  .  ,  •  .  - 

He  voted  .that  Congress  may  discriminate  between  the  institutions  of  the  different  State^, 
with  a  view  to  abolish  those  of.s.o.me  States, .anid  to  prpmote  those  of  others.  - 

To  declare  slaves  free,  who  had  gone  to  sea  with  the  consent  of  their  masters,  and  to 
protect  them  in  their  freedom. 

To  repeal  all  laws  and, .  constitutional  provisions  j>y  which  the  federal  government  is 
bound  to protecl 'the. Institution slavery,  '  «  ....  *  .  .j  ,.  •  j  .• 

Against  ,  fl^e,  admission  of  any  new  State  into  the  Union  whose  .constitution  tolp^ytes 
slavery. '  ‘  :  ...  ,•  ,  j  •  'h.h 

Against  the  annexation  of  Texas,  solely  on  the.  ground  that  slavery  exisjtedj  l^- that 


C°Totrabolish  slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbia,', "thobgfr  ihp  wHpie  people  .of  tlje  Dis¬ 
trict  cherished  the  institution,  and  never  petitioned  for  its  abolition.,  .  :  j' 

To  prohibit  the  i  buying  -and  seilUig  of  slaves  in.  the  District  and  other  Territories  of  the 

fie  "s p p p o ripd’ !j»y  1  i Is.  ,y q t d ; qiet i t i ops  .to  Congress  to  repcaUthe  aci,  of  the  Territory/ of 
Tlqrida,  to  proypAt.m^Fatipn/pf.ifi’eB  negroes  to  the  Territory.  : 

ile  vMe4  ihj  fayor  ,of :  po'tijibp.3  to  nhiyiwliz'q  arid  niake  flyxenicaft  citizens  o\  negroes,  ffptn 
every  quarter  of  ifie  earth  !'  “  '  .  ... ....^  i  J.|  dji  ■>  •.  m  .  ?  f.ir.qfnoD 
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He  voted  in  favor  of  petitions  to  receive  negro  ambassadors  from  the  black  republic  of 
Hayti. 

Such  was  the  course  of  Millard  Fillmore  in  Congress. 

He  negotiated  a  t  reaty  by  which  the  Republic  renounces  any  right  to  acquire  any  exclu¬ 
sive  rights  of  transit  across  the  Isthmus  of  Central  America,  or  any  Territory  in  that  quarter.  | 

He  signed  the  compromise  measures  of  1850,  without  approving  them  all. 

He  enforced  the  fugitive  slave  law. 

He  remitted  the  fines  and  discharged  the  recognizance  of  certain  abolitionists  who  had  kid¬ 
napped  seventy-three  slaves  at  one  time  from  the  District  of  Columbia. 

This  exercise  of  the  pardoning  power  was  not  upon  the  petition  of  the  people  of  the  Dis-  |j 
trict  of  Columbia,  whose  rights  had  been  violated,  but  upon  the  arguments  and  personal  r 
solicitations  of  that  most  notorious  enemy  of  the  south — Senator  Charles  Sumner,  of  Mas¬ 
sachusetts  !  on  behalf  of  petitioners,  none  of  whom  resided  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

He  has  expressed  the  opinion  that  the  Missouri  restrictions  should  never  have  been  repealed. 
His  friends  in  Congress  have  voted  for  the  restoration  of  those  restrictions.  He  is  bound  by 
his  antecedent  declarations  of  principle  to  approve  any  constitutional  and  formal  legislation. 
Thereupon,  it  is  asserted  as  a  demonstration,  that  Millard  Fillmore  will,  if  elected  Presi¬ 
dent,  approve  the  repeal  of  the  Kansas  act,  the  chief  object  of  the  Black  Republicans. 


I 

f 


RECAPITULATION  OF  MR.  BUCHANAN’S  RECORD. 


1.  In  1836  Mr.  Buchanan  supported  a  bill  to  prohibit  the  circulation  of  abolition  papers 
through  the  mail. 

2.  In  the  same  year  he  proposed  and  voted  for  the  admission  of  Arkansas. 

3.  In  1836-’7  he  denounced  and  voted  to  reject  petitions  for  the  abolition  of  slavery  in  the 
District  of  Columbia. 

4.  In  1837,  he  voted  for  Mr.  Calhoun’s  famous  resolution,  defining  the  rights  of  the  State, 
and  the  limits  of  Federal  authority,  and  affirming  it  to  be  the  duty  of  the  government  to 
protect  and  uphold  the  institutions  of  the  south. 

5.  In  1838-’9  and  ’40,  he  invariably  voted  with  southern  senators  against  the  consideration 
«f  anti-slavery  petitions. 

6.  In  1844- ’5,  he  advocated  and  voted  for  the  annexation  of  Texas. 

7.  In  1847,  he  sustained  the  Clayton  compromise. 

8.  He  conducted  the  Department  of  State  during  the  Mexican  war,  and  negotiated  the 
acquisition  of  California  and  New  Mexico. 

9.  In  1850,  he  proposed  and  urged  the  extension  of  the  Missouri  compromise  to  the  Pacific 
ocean. 

10.  But  he  promptly  acquiesced  in  the  compromise  of  1850,  and  employed  all  his  influence 
in  favor  of  the  faithful  execution  of  the  fugitive  slave  law. 

11.  In  1854,  he  remonstrated  against  an  enactment  of  the  Pennsylvania  legislature  for 
obstructing  the  faithful  execution  of  the  fugitive  slave  law. 

12.  In  1854,  he  negotiated  for  the  acquisition  of  Cuba. 

13.  In  1856,  he  approves  the  repeal  of  the  Missouri'  restriction,  and  supports  the  principles 
of  the  Kansas-Nebraska  act. 

14.  He  is  in  favor  of  the  admission  of  new  slave  States  on  equal  terms  with  free  States. 

15.  He  labored  to  adjust  our  difficulties  with  England,  growing  out  of  the  improvident 
treaties  of  Mr.  Fillmore. 

Having  completed  the  review  of  the  record  of  the  two  competing  candidates,  we  find  that 
of  Mr.  Buchanan  clear,  direct,  and  adequate  to  the  protection  of  the  south,  pledged  to  as¬ 
sure  it  a  fair  participation  in  the  progress  of  the  country.  That  of  Mr.  Fillmore  is  dangerous 
in  its  antecedents  and  deceptive  in  its  present  position.  We  are  aware  his  southern  friends 
contend  that  he  is  so  sound  that  they  refuse  to  exact  of  him  any  specific  response  upon  the 


anomaly  not  to  be  explained  upon  any  principle  except  a  partizan  hostility  deplorable  in  the 
present  excited  condition  of  the  country. 

But  in  the  refusal  of  Mr.  Fillmore  to  declare  his  position,  and  the  opposition  of  his  friends 
to  permit  him  to  speak,  wTe  are  left  to  infer  his  future  action  from  the  past. 

We  will  therefore  consider  the  general  argument  made  by  his  friends  to  prove  that  he  will, 
if  elected,  veto  any  bill  to  restore  the  Missouri  restrictions,  or  repealing  the  guarantees  of 
the  Kansas  act.  These  arguments  are  : 

1.  That  he  is  a  national  and  patriotic  statesman. 

2.  That  he  signed  the  Compromise  bill. 

3.  That  he  enforced  the  fugitive  slave  law.  » 

We  have  conceded  to  Mr.  Fillmore  integrity  of  character.  We  hear  his  recent  speeches 
applauded  for  their  high  souled  patriotism.  Alas!  general  professions  of  devotion  to  the 
Union,  of  impartial  regard  for  the  rights  of  the  States  which  compose  it,  are  even  in  the 
mouths  of  the  most  dangerous  enemies  of  both.  “  Even  devils  believe  and  tremble.”  Can 
any  professions  be  more  orthodox  than  that  of  the  abolition  candidate  for  the  Presidency  ? 
Compare  them  even  with  those  of  Mr.  Fillmore  :  J 


DEVOTION  TO  THE  CONSTITUTION  AND  UNION. 


Fremont.  Fillmore. 

I  accept  the  nomination  of  your  [Abolition]  conven-  It  [the  Know-Nothing  party]  has  a  claim,  in  my  judg- 
tion  in  the  hope  that  1  may  be  enabled  to  serve  use-  ment,  upon  every  earnest  friend  of  the  integrity  of  the 
fully  its  cause,  which  I  consider  the  cause  of  the  con-  Union, 
stitutional  freedom. 

RESTORATION  OF  THE  PURER  DATS  OF  THE  REPUBLIC. 

Fremont.  Fillmore. 

The  people  of  the  United  Slates  are  uniting  in  a  com-  A  large  portion  of  my  fellow-citizens  in  every  part  of 
mon  effort  to  bring  back  the  action  of  the  federal  gov-  the  Union  who  are,  like  myself,  sincerely  desirous  to  see 
ernment  to  the  principles  of  Washington  and  Jefferson,  the  administration  of  our  government  restored  to  that 

original  simplicity  and  purity  which  marked  the  first 
years  of  its  existence. 

SECTIONAL  ALIENATION  DEPLORED— PLANS  TO  REMOVE  IT. 

Fremont.  Fillmore. 

“  To  terminate  the  sectional  controversies  engen-  It  [the  Know-Nothing  party]  alone  of  all  the  political 
dered  by  political  animosities”  “  a  practical  remedy  is  organizations  now  existing  is  possessed  of  the  power  to 
the  admission  of  Kansas  into  the  Union  as  a  free  State.”  silence  this  violent  and  disastrous  agitation  and  to  re- 
The  South  should,  in  my  judgment,  earnestly  desire  its  store  harmony  by  its  example  of  moderation  and  for- 
repeal.  “  The  measure  is  perfectly  consistent  with  the  bearance. 
honor  of  the  South  and  vital  to  its  interests.” 

Such  general  phraseology,  then,  proves  nothing.  It  is  in  the  mouth  of  the  decorous  neu¬ 
tral,  who  hopes  peace  from  “the  example  of  moderation  and  forbearanco  ”  set  by  a  party, 
the  majority  of  which  have  repudiated  his  nomination  and  his  counsels  and  gone  over  to  the 
open  enemies  of  peace  and  order !  It  is  in  the  mouth  of  him  who  has  been  chosen  by  the 
acclamation  of  these  fanatics  to  lead  the  assault  against  the  Union  and  against  the  south. 

The  crisis  requires  men  who  “show  forth  their  works,  not  only  upon  their  lips  but  in  their 
lives.” 

We  have  shown  that  the  whole  legislative  action  of  Mr.  Fillmore,  whilst  in  Congress  as 
well  as  his  diplomatic  measures  afterwards,  were  hostile  to  the  institution  of  slavery  and  to 
the  tenitorial  expansion  of  the  south.  But,  compelled  by  the  want  of  any  authentic  decla¬ 
ration  of  his  intentions  in  respect  to  the  existing  regulation  on  the  subject  of  slavery,  groping 
in  the  dark  for  the  means  of  ascertaining  the  chances  of  escape  from  a  position  of  na¬ 
tional  danger,  we  are  compelled  to  the  only  rule  acknowledged  by  himself  and  friends,  and 
infer  his  future  course  from  his  past,  although  we  have  just  seen  that  this  rule  would  make 
him  the  most  dangerous  nominee  now  before  the  people.  But  his  friends  insist  that  he  shall 
not  be  judged  by  his  earlier  record,  but  by  the  more  recent  acts  of  his  executive  administra¬ 
tion.  Let  us,  then,  suspend  the  rule,  and  examine  the  subject  with  the  impartiality  its  im¬ 
portance  demands. 

MR.  FILLMORE’S  SIGNATURE  OF  THE  COMPROMISE  OF  1850. 

From  a  deliberate  examination  of  the  text  and  spirit  of  the  several  measures  which  com¬ 
posed  the  compromise,  from  the  circumstances  which  surrounded  and  succeeded  it,  and  from 
the  principles  upon  which  Mr.  Fillmore  administered  the  government,  we  are  obliged  to  in¬ 
fer — 

1.  That  those  who  supported  the  compromise  do  not  acknowledge  an  obligation  to  sustain 
the  Kansas  act. 

2.  That,  according  to  his  avowed  principles  of  Executive  action,  Mr.  Fillmore  is  under 
positive  obligations  to  approve  the  repeal  of  the  right  of  Kansas  to  admission  as  a  slave 
State,  the  restoration  of  the  Missouri  compromise,  and  even  the  repeal  of  so  much  of  the 
compromise  of  1850  as  may  be  still  within  the  reach  of  legislation. 

We  presume  it  will  not  be  denied  that  Mr.  Fillmore,  when  elected  Vice  President,  stood 
on  the  platform  and  was  bound  by  the  public  pledges  of  General  Taylor. 

Amongst  the  questions  most  distinctively  in  issue  in  the  election  of  1848,  was  the  proper 
nature,  limitation,  and  application  of  the  Executive  veto.  Many  questions  were  put  to 
General  Taylor  which  he  declined  to  answer,  upon  the  ground  that  he  did  not  choose  to  re¬ 
spond  to  any  special  inquiry,  or  to  prejudge  important  questions.  But  upon  the  powers  of 
the  veto,  he  responded  frankly  and  unequivocally.  Jn  his  letter  of  February,  1848,  to  Cap¬ 
tain  Allison,  he  said  : 

u  Second.  The  veto  power.  The  power  given  by  the  constitution  to  the  executive  to  interpose  his  veto,  is 
a  high  conservative  power,  but,  in  my  opinion,  should  never  be  exercised  except  in  cases  of  clear  violation 
of  the  constitution,  or  manifest  haste  and  want  of  consideration  by  Congress.  Indeed,  1  have  thought  that, 
for  many  years  past,  the  known  opinions  and  wishes  of  the  executive  have  exercised  undue  and  injurious 
influence  upon  the  legislative  department  of  the  government;  and  for  this  cause  I  have  thought  our  system 
was  in  danger  of  undergoing  a  great  change  from  its  true  theory.  The  personal  opinions  of  the  individual 
who  may  happen  to  occupy  the  executive  chair  ought  not  to  control  the  action  of  Congress  upon  questions  of 
domestic  policy ;  nor  ought  his  objections  to  be  interposed  where  questions  of  constitutional  power  have  been 
settled  by  the  various  departrasnta  of  government,  and  acquiesced  in  by  the  people. ” 
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To  explain  his  application  of  this  doctrine,  he  adds  : 

F  yior/iu  ciwa  vioiTUTitavioo  aHT  O'!  Konovaq 

44  Third.  Upon  the  subject  of  the  tariff,  the  currency,  the  improvement  of  our  great  highways,  rivers,  lakes 
and  harbors,  the  will  of  the  people,  as  expressed  through  their  representatives  in  Congress,  ought  to  be 
respected  and  carried  out  by  the  executive.”  ■ 

It  is  a  strong  indication  of  the  severe  disclaimer  of  power  made  by  tlijs  gallant  veteran, 
that  though  he  avowed  himself  in  favor  of  the  increase  enumerated  in  the  third  section  of 
his  letter,  he  does  not  propose  to  bestow  upon  them  his  executive  approval  because  they  accord 
with  his  own,  principles,  but  because  their  enactment  by  Congress  .will  enforce  “  the  will  of 
the  people”  ffs;  expressed  “’through  their  representatives  we  repeat,  it  must  have  fol¬ 
lowed  from  this  principle,  that  if  similar  measures  had  been  repealed ,  he  must  with  equal 
facility  have  approved  the  legislation. 

But  some  persons  at  that  day,  as  at  this,  felt  an  anxiety  to  •  know  what,  course  General 
Taylor  would  take  in  the  event  Congress  should,  by  the  adoption  of  the  Wilinot  proviso, 
exclude  any  new  slave  States.  <■ 

In  February,  1848,  Mr  B;  M.  McConkey  add' essed  the  fallowing  question  : 

44  Should. you  hecqn>e  President  of  the  United  .State',  would  you  yet o  an  act  ql -Congress  wh-ieh  should  pro¬ 
hibit  slavery  of  iri-velurtfary’  s&rvftiidb  fVirever,  except’  for  criin'e,  in  ail  the'  Territories  of  the  United  States 
where  it  does  not  now  exist?” 

........ .  ||  j  _  •* 1 

To  this  General  Taylor  made  the  fofov  i  reply  : 

44  In  reply  to  your  inquiries,  I  have  to  inform  you  that  [  have  laid  it  down  as  a  principle,  hot  to  give  my 
opimops  upon,  or  prejudge  in  any  way  the  various  questions  of  policy' now  at  issue  between  the  potitidat  par¬ 
ties  pf  the  country,  nor  to  promise  what  I  would  or  would  not  do,  were  I  elected  to  the  presidency  of  the 
United  States;  and  that,  in  the  cases  presented  in  your  letter;  I  regret' to  add,  I  see  rio  reason  for  depart  frig 
from  this  •trinciple.”  rl  ]f!rf  ”n£  r'Jj!,)*  mtt  to  v;-oo.. 

./.In  his  inaugural  address  General  Taylor  faithfully  complice  with  his  assurartce  to  'CaptjaW'A.]- 
jison.  He  says:  . 

;  •  to  vUicqi  ni  ofU 

ft  shall  be  niy 'study  to  recommend  such  constitutional  measures;  to  Congress  .as,  may,  and 

proper  to  secure  encouragement  and  protection  to  the  great  interests  of  agriculture,  commqree,  g.n<i.maiiufa.fc- 
ture,  to  improve  our  rivers  anddiarbors,  to  provide  for  the  speedy  extinguishment  of  the  public  debt,  to  Vfifptcc 
a  strkq  accountability  on  the  part  of  all  officers  of  the  goverd merit,,  and  the  utmost  economy  i»r all  puhlie’ex- 
penditures.  But  it  is  for  the  wisdom  of  Congress  itself,  in  which  all  legislative  powers  are  vested  by  tTie-can-i 
stitution,  to  regulate  these  and  other  matters  of  domestic,  policy,  i  shall  look  with  confidence  t<j>  the,' en¬ 
lightened  patriotism  of  thar  body  to  adopt  su,dh  measures  of  conciliation  as  may  barmoifiz’e  conflicting  i'jtGres.U 
and  tend  to  perpettaate  that  Union;  which  should  be  the 'paramount  object  pf  OUT  hopes'  and’  ajflfedtihilsd  Tn 
any. action  -calculated  to  promote  an  object  sb  near  the  he&rt  of  every  one  who  truly  tovtisr  biaeoufltry,  I  Will 
jealously  unite  with  thp  co-ordinate  branches  [of  the  government.” 


- '  Jn^hiSi  only  annual  message. he  thie  Wne  declaration  : 

'“Our.  government  is  one  of  limited  powers,  arid  its  successful  administration,  eminently  depends  on  the 
confinement  of  each  of  its  co:or'diiiate.  branches  within  its  own  appropriate,  sphere.  The  first  section  of  the 
Constitution  ordains  that4  all  legislative  powers’  therein  granted  shall  'bP  fri  a  Congfei^  bf:uie  United 

Spates,  which  sfrijlf  consist  ol  a iseBato  and  house,  at i  representatives.  Th6i*EXCcu^vfe  hasiauthbijjty  to  r&: 
commend  (pot  to  .dictate)  measures,  to  Congress.  Having  perforated  that  diity,  the  executive  ti (Apartment  of 
the  gbvcrnmeiit  cannot  rightfully  control  the  decision  of  Congress  on  any  subject'  of  legislation,  until  that  ,dfiT 
cision  shall  have  been  officially  submitted  to  the  President  for  approval.  The  check  provided  by  the ‘consti1 
tution  in  the  clause  conferring  the  qualified  veto  will  never  be  exercised  by  me,  except  in  the  cases  contem¬ 
plated  by  the  fqthe^iof  the  republic.’,'  T  view  it.  as  sin (ext'iteinel meas6kd,]to  be  resorted  to  drily  in  Extraordinary 
eases — as  where  it  may  become  necessary  to  defend  the  Executive  against  the  encroachments  of  the  legisla¬ 
tive  powe^,  or  to  prevent  hasty  and  inconsiderate  ,or  unconstitutional  legislation..  By  cautiously,  cimfihing 
this  remedy  within  the  sphere  prescribed  to  it  in  the  contemporaneous  expositions  nf.the  framers  u:  the  eousHv- 
lUtiOii/the  will  of  the1  people,' legitimately  expressed  On  all  subjects  of  legislation,  through  their  constitutional 
organs,  'the  senators  and  representatives  of  the  United  States,  Will  have  its*  Tull  Effect:  As  indispensable  tp 
the  preservation  of  our  system  of  self-government,  ihe  independence  of  the  representatives  of  the  States  and 
the  people  , is  guarantied  by  the  constitution  ;  and  they  owe  no  responsibility  Jo  apy  .b.umau-  power  but  Their 
constituents.  By  holding  the  representative  responsible  only  to  the  people,  and  exempting  him  from , ad  other 
influences,  we  elevate  the  character  of  the  constituent,  . and  quicken  his  sense  of  responsibility  to  l,iis  country. 
It  is  under  these  <iirciim.4ftnces  only  that  the  elector  can  feel  that,  in  the  choice  of  a  law  maker,  Ire  is  himself 
truly  a  component  part  pf  tjie  sovereign  power  of  the  nation.  With  equal  care  we ‘Should  study  to  defend  the 
rights  of  the  executive. and  judicial  departments.  .  Our  government  can  iOtilv  be  preserved  in  its.,  purity  by  the 
suppression  and  entire  elimination  of  every  claim  or  tendency  pf  one  .co  ordinate,  branch  to  eneioacluuejit 
upon  another.  With  the  strict  observance  of  this  rule,  and,  the  other  injunctions  of.  the  constitution  ;  with  a 
sedulous  inculcation  of  .that  respect  and  love  for  the  Union’of  the  States  which  our  fathers'-  cherished  find 
enjoined  upon  their  children  ;  apd  with  the  qid  .of  that  overruling  Providence  which  has  so  lone  and  so  kindly 
guarded  our  liberties. atql  institutions,  we  may  reasonably  expect  to  transmit  them,  with  their  innumerable 
blessings,  to  the  remotest  posterity,” 


•t  nt  e 
■ftt 


•!*  siil  lO  f t O! I  . 


fifli  ft! 


That  Mr,  Fillmore  adapted  the  doctrine,  announced  by. General  Taylor,  js  to.  be  seen  by  the 
.following  extracts  from  his  message  : , 

44  Upon  you,  fellow- citizens,  as  thb  representative  of-lbfe  States  and  the  people.  i<  wisely  dev.otv.ed  th'e 
legislative  power.  I  shall  comply  with  my  duty,  in  laying  before  you,  from  time  to  timfc;  Arty  iafliniiatiorr  eah 

the  benefit  of ppt  eommoneonsiitueuts. 
ts  of  jegidation  ;  and  '.if,  wln’ch  I  do  not 
tigress  which  should  appear  to  me  ivpcQi|stii.utiqna’l,’  or;an 


both  My  respect  for  the  legislature  and  niy  .sense  of  propriety  will  retrain. 'iae  from  an  v  attempt  to  control -or 
influmtee-yiotit-  proceedings.'  With  you  is  the  pGWeg,tl.ie  honor vand  t(ic  responsibility  of  the  ieiribl^io.n,  of.  the 

PObtofr'*"'  * »  '  V/i’  '  •.  i  .10  i  :  Jj*  •  ■’  J  10  e  .  *  ’*»  •  •  *  -  <  V  1  ’  '  •  *  r  ° 


Tiie  government  of  the  United  St’ales  is  a  limited  government 


.  .  . 

It  is  confined  to  the  ex^rci^e  nT  powers 


expressly  granted,  and  such  others  as  may  be  necessary  for  carrying  those  powers  into  effect;  and  it  is  at  all 
times  an  especial  duty  to  guard  against  any  infringement  on  the  just  rights  of  the  States.  Over  the  objects 
and  feiibj^ct^  intrusted  to  Congress,  its  legislative  authority  is  supreme.’' 

The^principle  laid  down  by  these  Statesmen  was  well  considered  by  them,  and  wa9  much 
looked  to  by  the  country.  Both  were  Whigs.  Theradical  difference  between  the  Democratic 
and  Whig  parties  upon  the  proper  exercise  of  the  veto  power  was  this:  The  first  regarded  the 
executive  as  a  substantive  department,  representing  the  people,  and  under  obligations  to  ad¬ 
minister  the  government  according  to  certain  principles  of  constitutionality  and  expediency  re¬ 
quired  by  the  people  to  be  embodied  in  the  laws  and  public  policy.  The  second  only  inquired 
into  the  constitutional  capacity  of  Congress  to  exercise  a  given  power — saw  that  the  method 
of  exercise  was  formal  and  free  from  irregularity,  and  then  left  the  expediency  of  all  constitu¬ 
tional  legislation  to  be  judged  of,  and  the  responsibilities  to  be  borne  by  Congress 

General  Taylor  defined  this  principle  as  restricting  the  exercise  of  the  veto  power  to  causes 
which  present  “a  clear  violation  of  the  constitution,  or  show  manifest  last©  or  want  of  con¬ 
sideration  by  Congress.” 


Mr.  Fillmore,  in  his  inaugural,  says: 

“  If  any  act  should  pass  the  two  houses  of  Congress  which  should  appear  to  me  unconstitutional,  or  an 
encrpachirjerjt  on  thejus^  jJ6W$r@  of  other  departments,  or  with  provisions  hastily  adopted,  and  likely  to  pro^ 
duce  consequences  injurious  and  unforeseen,  I  should  uot  shrink  from  the  duty  of  returning  it  to  you  with  my 
reasons  for  your  further  consideration*.  Beyond  the  due  performance  of  these  constitutional  obligations,  both 
my  respect  for  the  legislature  and  my  sense  of  propriety  will  restrain  ine.from  any  attempt  to  control  or  influ¬ 
ence  your  proceedings.  With  you  is  the  power,  the  honor,  and  the  responsibility  of  legislation.” 


Mr.  Fillmore’s  approval  of  the  Compromise  of  1850  was  per^ 
fectly  consistent  with  their  principles  It  is  true,  that  with  a  lapse  of  memory  only  equal 
to  that!  which  forgot  his  discrimination  in  favor  of  abolition  petitions,  he  had  virtually  claimed 
the  Compromise  of  1850  as  the  act  of  his  administration.  But  there  was  no  such  belief  at 
thg  date  of  the  passage  of  these  measures,  He  did  not  oven  recommend  their  passage.  The 
conservative jstatesmen  of  the  Union  did  not  “  rally  around  h is  administration.”  They  had 
passed  the  measures  after  months  of  weary  and  exciting  strife.  ”i  The  power,  the  honor, 
the  responsibility  ”  of  “  this  legislation”  was  theirs,  not  his. 

;  he  signed  the  fugitive-slave  laic: 


But  we  will  let  him  explain  for  himself,  and  then  the  reader  can1  decide  whether  he  is  entitled 
to  credit  for  the  opt. 

VVVfe  will  qMOte  from  '-a  speech. delivered  by  him  in  Louisville,  i  Kentucky,  on  his  southern 
tour,  id  1H54.  The? Louisville  Journal  is  our  authority.  He  ski’d  i  ; 

'.-■■/A  BVOnnsUi  ifto  V!1I  Si  1.:;  -  'i  :  ;  !  :  ’  ' 

“  ffbe  fuefirive^liLVe  law -had  some  provisions  in  ihto  wbich  l  (Pillmore)  had  eothe  -objections.  I  regretted 
the  necessity  of  its  being  passed  at  all.  When  thb  bilPc-afiie  to-  trie  from  the  two  Houses,  I  examined  it  lh  tlitf 
midst  of  hurry,  confusion,  and  difficulties,  and ■■a  doubt  came  up  irr  my  mind  whether  it  was  not  utibonstUtetiorial 
as  denying  the  right  of  habeas  corpus  to  the  fugitive  slave, ’which'  doubt T  submitted  to  the  Attorhey  General, ’ 
(Mt4  €rittenrfe>hry'arid  on'being  assured  by  hitn  that  the  law  whs  not  a  violation  of' the  Constitution,  1  therefore 
gave  my. sahctb»u  to  the  lull.”  *  ;  ’ 

nil  vv.-.Ti  f  .badiulalb  ad  ol  sr.vr  l£ril  JsriJ  coimqau*  on  be/1 1  ... 

Hencte>,  afc&Otdiag  to  Mr.  Fillmore’s  own'  Mndid  declaration  before  an  audience  of  hi?  own 

^ >ta  ow,!  1 

Qfcttpfc  .  _ 

and  omJyi  signedit  when-  ass  .ired  by 
tution.”  John  J.  Crittenden,  then,  and  not  Millard  Fillmore,  is  entitled  to  the  credit  of  fhe  ia^- 
sent  of  tlie.Sxecntivie  for  signing  the  fugitivE^lave  law  ,  .  f;  il 

-loaaaiqn  liarD  rfammU  fb3?39iqX9  nsod  and slqooqwit  Jo iliw  wlT  '  -e  uil& 

Testimony  of  .indr  etc  J.  Dane  Ison: 

"To  provf  what  :weijil^i  assert,  we  will  introduce  as  a  witness  Mr.  Fillmore’s  assoeiktoon; 
the  Know-nothing  ticket — no  less  a  personage  than  Andrew  j.  Donelson 
In  1851,  Donelson,  th/otugli  columns  of  the1  |Vashington  Union ,  said  : 


refutation*-,'  ICFefflflfrNB  . - < —  --  i.  . 

it  is  utterly  and  entirely  without  foundation.  All  the,  measures  of ,  the  , compromise,  except  the  iugitiYe,  slave-, 
law  were  self  enacting.  As  to  that  law,]yir.  Fillmore  was  unuHtixne  tti pirmtt  it  to  become  a  law  before  lip  «qn- 
sriUed  Mr.'.CrifieW&n  bn ’the' subject— ^’faOt  which  the  Republic  (his  orghh)  hfcntioned  at  the  time  iii'orde'r’tp, 
i ustify.  M r-Filhliure 'before  his  inortherh  bigiier-lawri'rieiuia  for  not  returning  the  bill:  with  life  objections.” 

Judge  Conklin^  testimony:  i 

Judge  Cockling  of  i\Tew  York,  a  friend  of  Millard  Fillmore,  and  his  minister  to  Mexico,  in 
a  late  speech  made  the  following  apology  for  him  for  signing  the  fugitive-slave  law: 

:.*{  sdJ  08OCK1P.  .  Oil  '  in-  V  **  ' 

re 


the  ebrifldehce  he  saw  nt! ‘to repose  m  me,  ana  me  great 

filled  the  Presidential  office,  all  conspire  to  lender  it  painful  tome  to -withhold  my  support  front  him  ,  and  bad 
he  been  brought  forward  under  other  auspices,  as  1  cherished  a  vague  hope  lie  wight  be,  it  would  have  afforded 
mCii  cdfrpspoh'diiig  d.-rce  of  satisfaction  to  yield  him  that  support. 
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«  I  am  aware  of  the  persistent,  and  [  doubt  not,  to  some  extent,  successful  industry  with  which  for  years  lie 
has  been  exhibited  by  those  who  had  formed  a  diiferent  estimate  of  his  character,  in  an  attitude  that,  if  I  had 
believed  it  to  be  just,  would  have  rendered  it  inconsistent  in  me,  holding  the  principles  I  do  relative  to  slavery, 
to  favor  his  elevation  to  the  Presidency  under  any  circumstances.  But  in  imputing  to  him  a  willingness  to 
extend  and  fortify  slavery,  I  am  persuaded  his  assailants  have  done  him  injustice. 

“  [  believe,  on  the  contrary,  that  he  still  holds  slavery  in  the  abstract,  as  he  is  known  formerly  to  have  done, 
in  as  great  abhorrence  as  they  do.  The  evidence  constantly  cited  to  justify  this  charge  is  the  fact  of  his  having 
affixed  his  signature  to  the  fugitive  slave  bill.  The  alternative  was  to  interpose  his  teto.  But  no  one  had  a 
right  to  expect  him  to  do  this,  for  he  had  no  right  himself  to  do  it.  Either  from  doubt  about  its  constitutionality, 
or from  deference  to  the  opinion  of  those  who  questioned  it,  he  did  appoint  the  usual  precaution  of  submitting 
the  bill  to  the  examination  of  the  Attorney  General,  and  asking  his  opinion  of  its  constitutionality.  To  have 
vetoed  it  under  the  very  extraordinary  circumstances  of  the  case,  would  have  been,  to  say  the  least,  a  pal 
pable  violation  of  the  constitution.  No  enlightened  man  who  understands  the  subject  can  doubt  this,  and 
no  such  man  can  have  been  sincere  in  casting  censure  upon  Mr.  Fillmore  for  adopting  the  opposite  alterna¬ 
tive.”  . 

Testimony  of  another  friend: 

Ths  New  Albany  Tribune,  the  leading  Fillmore  organ  in  Indiana,  says: 

‘‘Mr.  Fillmore  gave  his  official  sanction  to  the  fugitive  slave  bill,  because  we  (the  Free-soilers)  c  uld  not 
have  got  other  laws  on  which  our  hearts  were  set,  that  we  have  got  had  not  that  law  been  passed  also,  and 
because  in  doing  so  be  was  but  carrying  out  one  of  the  great  principles  of  the  part}7  which  elected  him — that 
the  personal  opinions  of  the  executive  on  mere  questions  of  policy  ought  never  to  be  brought  into  conflict  with 
the  will  of  the  people’s  representatives  by  an  arbitrary  exercise  of  the  veto  power.” 

In  his  recent  speech  at  Albany,  he  says: 

“You  all  know  that  when  I  was  called  to  the  executive  chair  by  a  bereavement  which  shrouded  the  na¬ 
tion  in  mourning,  that  the  country  was  unfortunately  agitated  from  one  end  to  the  other  upon  the  all-exciting 
subject  of  slavery.  It  was  then,  sir,  that  1  felt  it  my  duty  to  rise  above  every  sectional  prejudice,  and  look  to 
the  welfare  of  the  whole  nation.  (Applause.)  1  was  compelled  to  a  certain  extent  to  overcome  long  cherished 
prejudices,  and  disregard  party  claims.  (Great  and  prolonged  applause.)  But  in  doing  this,  sir,  I  did  no 
more  than  was  done  by  many  abler  and  better  men  than  myself.  [  was  by  no  means  the  sole  instrument, 
under  Providence,  in  harmonizing  these  difficulties.  (Applause.)  There  were  at  that  time  noble,  independ¬ 
ent,  bigh-souled  men  in  both  houses  of  Congress,  belonging  to  both  the  great  political  parties  of  the  country, 
Whigs  and  Democrats,  who  spurned  the  dictation  of  selfish  party  leaders,  and  rallied  around  my  administra¬ 
tion,  in  support  of  the  great  measures  which  restored  peace  to  an  agitated  and  distracted  country.”  (Cheers.) 
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In  his  speech  at  Rochester,  he  modifies  his  claim  to  the  merit  of  having  carried  the  compro¬ 
mise  of  1850  as  a  measure  of  his  administration,  admits  that  they  were  not  all  he  could  have 
desired,  and  condemns  the  repeal  of  the  Missouri  restriction  : 

“  But  the  truth  was,  that  many  noble  patriots,  Whigs  and  Democrats,  in  both  houses  of  Congress,  rallied 
around  and  sustained  the  administration  in  that  trying  time,  and  to  them  was  chiefly  due  the  merit  of  settling 
that  exciting  controversy.  Those  measures,  usually  called  the  Compromise  Measures  of  1850,  were  not  in  all 
respects  what  I  could  have  desired,  but  they  were  the  best  that  could  be  obtained,  after  a  protracted  discus¬ 
sion,  that  shook  the  republic  to  its  very  foundation,  and  I  felt  bound  to  give  them  my  official  approval.  Not 
only  this,  but  perceiving  there  was  a  disposition  to  renew  the  agitation  at  the  next  session,  I  took  the  respon¬ 
sibility  of  declaring,  in  substance,  in  my  annual  message,  that  1  regarded  these  measures  as  a  ‘  final  settle¬ 
ment  of  this  question,  and  that  the  laws  thus  passed  ought  to  be  maintained  until  time  and  experience  should 
demonstrate  the  necessity  of  modification  or  repeal.’ 

“I  then  thought  that  this  exciting  subject  was  at  rest,  and  that  there  would  be  no  further  occasion  to  intro¬ 
duce  it  into  the  legislation  of  Congress.  Territorial  governments  had  been  provided  for  all  the  territory  except 
that  covered  by  the  Missouri  Compromise,  and  I  had  no  suspicion  that  that  was  to  be  disturbed.  I  have  no 
hesitation  in  saying,  what  most  of  you  know  already,  that  I  was  decidedly  opposed  to  the  repeal  of  that  Compro¬ 
mise.  Good  faith,  as  well  as  the  peace  of  the  country,  seemed  to  require,  that  a  Compromise  which  had  stood 
for  more  than  thirty  years  should  not  be  wantonly  disturbed.  These  were  my  sentiments  then  fully  and  freely 
expressed,  verbally  and  in  writing,  to  all  my  friends,  north  and  south,  who  solicited  mv  opinion.  This  repeal 
seems  to  have  been  a  Pandora’s  box,  out  of  which  have  issued  all  the  political  evils  that  now  affiict  the  coun¬ 
try,  scarcely  leaving  a  hope  behind.” 


But,  we  ask  our  readers  to  apply  this  principle  of  executive  action  to  the  state  of  circum¬ 
stances  that  surround  us.  “  The  will  of  the  people  has  been  expressed,  through  their  represent¬ 
atives,”  in  the  Kansas-Nebraska  act.  Suppose  the  will  of  the  people  shall  be  expressed  through 
the  same  medium  in  favor  of  its  repeal :  can  Mr.  Fillmore  hesitate  to  approve  that  repeal  ?  He 
must  do  so,  or  repudiate  the  most  prominent  principle  of  his  administration?  Representing  a 
state  of  executive  neutrality,  he  is  bound  to  apply  the  signature  of  the  State  as  if  it  were  but 
its  seal  to  authenticate  the  constitutional  and  formal  perfection  of  its  law3. 

We  have  shown  that,  even  if  it  be  assumed  that  the  Kansas  act  was  a  legitimate  conse¬ 
quence  and  corollary  of  the  compromise  of  1850,  as  it  obviously  is,  and  as  is  contended  by 
those  who  introduced  that  act,  and  by  the  whole  Democratic  party,  Mr.  Fillmore  would  b$ 
compelled,  on  principle,  to  sign  a  bill  for  its  repeal. 

But,  unhappily,  there  is  no  such  universal  admission  of  the  legitimate  consistency  of  the 
Kansas  act  with  the  compromise.  If  there  was,  there  could  be  no  dispute,  for  the  same  ap¬ 
proval  which  sustained  the  compromise  would  extend  to  the  Kansas  act. 

The  question  on  trial  before  the  xYmerican  people  is,  Whether  the  Kansas  act  is  a  legitimate 
consequence  growingout  of  and  perfecting  the  compromise  of  1850,  or  whether  it  is  a  flagrant 
disturbance  or  violation  of  that,  measure?  Tried  by  the  test  of  contemporaneous  construction, 
we  find  that  a  large  portion  of  those  who  advocated  the  compromise  now  oppose  the  Kansas 
act.  Mr.  Fillmore  himself  has  condemned  the  “  disturbance  of  the  Missouri  compromise. 55 
He,  therefore,  does  not  consider  the  Kansas  act  consistent  with  the  compromise  of  1850,  and 
would  sanction  its  repeal.  Here  are  his  words  upon  the  subject : 

“  Territorial  governments  had  been  provided  for  all  the  territory  except  that  covered  by  the  Missouri  Com- 
omise,  and  f  had  no  suspicion  that  that  was  to  be  disturbed.  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying,  what  most  of 
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you  know  already,  that  I  was  decidedly  opposed  to  the  disturbance  of  that  Compromise.  This  reoeal  seems 

zs&'szgsgstizs* or  wl,ic,,  uav°  au  th°  po'i^ai 


There  can  be,  then,  no  logical  doubt  that  Mr.  Fillmore  disapproves  the  repeal  of  the  Mis- 
i  Boun  restrictions,  and  would  restore  them  ;  nor  that,  if  the  Kansas  act  be  repealed  in  whole  or 
m  part,  he  would  oppose  it.  To  elect  him  President,  is  to  concede  all  that  the  Black  Republi- 
cans  desire.  They  would  carry  out  their  nefarious  legislation  without  obstacle,  and  all  the 
!  truits  obtained  by  an  intense  struggle  of  nearly  two  years  would  be  lost  to  you,  for  even  your 
enemies  would  triumph  ;  the  first  and  greatest  step  in  their  plan  would  have  been  achieved 
and  the  decree  would  be  registered  in  indelible  letters,  “No  more  slave  States  in  the  Union.” 


The  Fillmore  leaders  openly  advocate  the  restoration  of  the  Missouri  restrictions  ! 

The  rigid  refusal  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Fillmore  to  make  an  avowal  of  his  intentions  in  relation 
to  the  present  questions  pending  before  the  country,  compels  us  to  add  other  evidences  daily 
presenting  themselves  that  Mr.  Fillmore  will,  if  elected,  sign  a  bill  to  restore  the  Missouri  re¬ 
strictions,  and  thus  virtually  repeal  that  section  of  the  Kansas  act  which  gives  that  State  the 
right  of  admission  into  the  Union  as  a  slave  State. 

This  position  is  identical  with  that  occupied  by  Black  Kepub'ican  party,  and  will  compel 
Mr.  Fillmore,  if  elected  to  carry  out  so  much  of  their  platform  as  relates  to  slavery. 

But  to  the  collateral  evidences  of  Mr.  Fillmose’s  purposes : 

For  some  time  indications  had  been  given  that  Mr.  Fillmore  favored  a  restoration  of  antece- 
!  dent  legislation  upon  the  subject  of  slavery. 

The  Hon.  Bayard  Clark,  of  New  York,  a  warm  friend  of  Mr.  Fillmore,  on  the  24th  July 
openly  avowed  his  opposition  to  popery  and  slavery  as  “  twin  demons,”  and  pledged  himself 
before  God  to  an  equal  and  uncompromising  war  against  both.  He  denounced  the  enactment 
of  the  Kansas  act,  and  declared  himself  in  favor  of  a  restoration  of  the  Missouri  restriction. 

About  the  same  date,  Hon.  Mr.  Dunn,  of  Indiana,  appointed  State  elector  by  the  Fillmore 
convention,  announced  a  similar  opinion  in  favor  of  the  restoration.  Speaking  of  the  Missouri 
restriction,  Mr.  Dunn  said  : 


“  He  was  now  persuaded  that  there  would  be  no  effort  made  to  effect  its  restoration.  He  believed  that 
there  would  be  no  peace  in  the  country  until  it  should  be  restored,  either  in  substance  or  in  fact.  The  pro¬ 
hibition  of  slavery  within  the  Territories  of  Kansas  and  Nebraska,  was  a  thing  to  be  done,  or  there  would 
never  be  peace.  He  spoke  this,  not  in  a  spirit  of  taunt  or  of  threat,  but  as  a  sober  truth.  Alluding  to  Kansas, 
he  declared  that  until  that  question  was  settled,  the  appropriation  bills  should  never  pass  by  his  vote.  lie 
would  never  give  a  dollar  for  any  purpose  until  the  great  question  of  individual  safety  connected  with  Kansas 
affairs  was  settled.  [Cries  of  ‘ Good,  good.’]  That  was  the  only  way  in  which  to  insure  compliance— stop 
the  wheels  of  government.” 

On  the  29th  July  the  suggestion  of  Mr.  Dunn  “to  stop  the  wheels  of  government”  was 
adopted  by  an  amendment  to  the  army  appropriation  bill,  depriving  the  army  of  all  pay,  unless 
the  acts  of  the  Kansas  legislature  should  be  repealed  by  Congress.  Here  is  the  amendment : 


“  And  provided,  nevertheless,  That  no  part  of  the  military  force  of  the  United  States  herein  provided  for  shall 
bq  employed  in  aid  of  the  enforcement  of  the  enactments  by  the  alleged  legislative  assembly  of  the  Territory 
of  Kansas,  recently  assembled  at  Shawnee  Mission,  until  Congress  shall  have  enacted  either  that  it  was  or 
was  not  a  valid  legislative  asssembly,  chosen,  in  conformily  with  the  organic  law,  by  the  people  of  the  said 
Territory  :  And  provided,  That,  until  Congress  shall  have  passed  upon  the  validity  of  said  legislative  assembly 
of  Kansas,  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  President  to  use  the  military  force  in  said  Territory  to  preserve  the  peace, 
suppress  insurrection,  repel  invasion,  and  protect  persons  and  property  therein  and  upon  the  national  high¬ 
ways,  in  the  State  of  Missouri  or  elsewhere,  from  unlawful  seizure  and  searches. 

u  And  be  it  further  provided,  That  the  President  is  required  to  disarm  the  present  organized  militia  of  the 
Territory  of  Kansas,  to  recall  all  the  United  States  arni3  therein  distributed,  and  to  prevent  armed  men  from 
going  into  said  Territory  to  disturb  the  public  peace  or  aid  in  the  enforcement  or  resistance  of  real  or  pretended 
laws.” 

Upon  the  adoption  of  thi3  amendment  the  vote  was  yeas  91,  nays  86.  Amongst  those  who 
voted  for  the  amendment  were  Messrs  Dunn,  Harrison,  and  Moore.  The  vote  of  these  friends 
of  Mr.  Fillmore,  if  cast  against  the  amendment,  would  have  defeated  it. 

On  the  same  day,  however,  all  doubt  of  the  position  of  the  northern  friends  of  Mr.  Fillmore 
was  put  at  rest  by  the  adoption  by  the  House  of  Representatives  of  a  substitute  for  the  Kansas 
act,  offered  by  Mr.  Dunn,  of  Indiana,  repealing  the  right  of  Kansas  to  admission  as  a  slave 
State,  and  restoring  the  Missouri  restriction.  Upon  the  passage  of  this  bill,  Messrs.  Dunn, 
Edwards,  Haven,  Harrison,  and  Moore,  northern  members,  and  friends  of  Mr.  Fillmore,  voted 
in  the  affirmative.  Messrs.  Valk,  (a  South  Carolinian  by  birth,)  and  Mr.  Broom,  of  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  northern  friends  of  Mr.  Fillmore,  voted  in  the  negative.  This  determines,  then,  the 
position  of  that  section  of  the  party,  and  establishes  the  probability  that  Mr.  Fillmore  will  sign 
a  bill  repealing  the  Kansas  act. 


Mr.  Buchanan  the  only  man  who  can  quiet  the  agitation  : 

With  respect  to  the  opinions  of  Mr.  Buchanan  there  is  no  doubt,  fie  is  bound  by  his  prin¬ 
ciples,  by  his  past  acts  and  present  pledges,  to  maintain  the  equality  of  the  southern  States  and 
the  admission  of  future  slaves  States  into  the  Union.  He  will  veto  any  bill  to  restore  the  odious 
Missouri  restriction.  He  will  veto  any  bill  to  repeal  the  right  of  Kansas  to  admission  into  the 
Union  as  a  slave  State.  He  will  acquire  more  territory,  if  necessary,  to  accommodate  peace¬ 
fully  the  great  conflicting  interests.  He  will  separate  these  angry  foes,  not  by  ideal  lines  and 
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unequal  privileges,  but  by  giving  the  righr/to  eaeh  to  tenter  upon  and  occupy  Arttple  end  abutttih 
ant  territory.  This  will "secure  the' development  of  each  in  a  'direction ahdXfi  f  region  Sepa¬ 
rate,  distant,  and  where  they  can  never  again  come  in  collision. 

Mr.  Buchanan  has  many' advantages  over  an^corripi  ti tor  in  effecting  .this  great; object. :i  He 
has  the  confidence  of  the  people  as  a;mah  of  moderation  and  integrity*  He  has, dike  the  earlier 
fathers1  jof  the  republic,  a  matured  fame  phis  only  object  is  to" preserve  it  frdrh  etainior  dimh 
nution  :  He  will  only  serve  a  single  term.  ;Like  Washington,  Madison)  ahll  Jackson, iMr. 
Buphanan  is  childless.  God  has  .domed,; these  benefactors^  children,  “  that  agnation  might  call 
,them  father.”  Content,  therefore,  with  the  exalted* honors  .conformed  upon  them  by, a  grateful 
country,!  they  have  never  had  the  ordinary  motive  to  perpetuate  in  their  own. posterity  thd  ini- 
fluence  and  consideration  which  have  been  bestowed  upon  them. 

With  all  these  motives,  then,’ to  be  contented \  we  may  expect  thatfal  thte  te’rtdof  l\is  official 
.term,  Mr.  Buchanan,  having  qqieted  the  sectional  strife  wtyjcb  threat? to, destroy  .th?  Union; 
'having  established  and  consolidated  a  policy  which  shall  secure  us  respect  abroad  and  'peace  a.t 
home ;  having  Completed  the  circle  of  his.  country’s  honor  and  filled  the  measure,  of  his  own 


renown.,  tin's  faithful  servant  of 


cdh?.titu,tioh  y/ill  fold  around  bin) 

iL-  LA.ti  - ,-i;-  wjijb 


the  robes  of  self-approval,  and,  retiring  forever  from  the  service  of  the  republic,  will  ;say,.  with 

the  best  of  the  Roman  rulers,  “  My  .countrymen  !  if  1  have  acteq  well  my  part,  give  me  your 

applause.” 
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